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City Council Report

SUBJECT: Second Reading of the Ordinance amending Chapter
13.04 of the Lincoln Municipal Code relating to Utility
Billing Adjustments

SUBMITTED BY: Steve Ambrose, Director of Support Services
DEPARTMENT: Support Services

DATE: September 13, 2016

STRATEGIC

RELEVANCE: Organizational efficiency

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff requests that the City Council consider adoption of Ordinance No. 917B amending
Chapter 13.04 of the Lincoln Municipal Code relating to utility billing adjustments.

BACKGROUND /INTRODUCTION:

Ordinance No. 917B amends Chapter 13.04 of Lincoln Municipal Code, providing the
City Manager the authority to adjust billings to reduce fees and charges. The adjustment
would only apply when excessive water use occurs due to an unanticipated leak,
unauthorized use, or circumstances beyond the customer’s control; and the excessive
water use is not cause by visible leaks, wasteful use, or any act omission, or negligence
on the part of the customer.

On August 23, 2016, after a staff presentation on the alternatives for the proposed
ordinance, City Council deliberated and voted 4-1 (Short voting no) to pass the first
reading of the ordinance. The proposed ordinance includes the adjustment reducing the
Tier 5 impact and established a maximum of $10,000 for approved adjustments in each
fiscal year.

FINDINGS/ANALYSIS

Staff now recommends that the City Council adopt Ordinance No. 917B relating to the
utility billing adjustments within the City.
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CONCLUSION: ' !

The ordinance would be effective 30 days after passage.

ALTERNATIVES:

The City Council may take the following action:
1. Adopt the proposed ordinance which implements a potential adjustment for the Tier 5

rate difference and a maximum fiscal year cap of $10,000 for all adjustments.
2. Decline to approve the proposed ordinance.
3. Provide staff with additional direction.

FISCAL IMPACT:

If adopted, the City’s program to provide for customer billing adjustments related to
water leaks would reduce funding for Tier 5 projects, but would not impact the Water
Operations Fund or the General Fund. The annual impact for Tier 5 projects would not
exceed $10,000.

CITY MANAGER REVIEW OF CONTENT:

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL FORM:

ATTACHMENTS:

e No. 1 - Ordinance No. 13.04.235 Billing Adjustments
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CITY COUNCIL
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LINCOLN,
CALIFORNIA, AMENDING CHAPTER 13.04 OF THE LINCOLN MUNICIPAL
CODE BY THE ADDITION OF SECTION 13.04.235 RELATED TO
ADJUSTMENTS TO WATER BILLS

WHEREAS, Section 1.01.050 of the Lincoln Municipal Code provides for
amendments to the Lincoln Municipal Code by the City council; and,

WHEREAS, Atrticle Il of Chapter 13.04 of the Lincoln Municipal Code
relates to rates and billing for water service to City of Lincoln Customers; and

WHEREAS, City Council recognizes that water service customers may be
impacted by leaks that occur due to an unanticipated leak, unauthorized use, or
circumstances beyond the customer’s control; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to establish a method for the City
Manager, or their designee, to adjust customers utility billing accounts when
leaks as described above occur.

NOW, therefore, the City Council of the City of Lincoln does resolve as
follows:

Section 1. The City Council of the City of Lincoln hereby approves the
ordinance amending Chapter 13.04 of the Lincoln Municipal Code in the form as
shown on Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

Section 2.  This ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after its
passage. Within fifteen (15) days of its passage, this ordinance shall be
published once in the Lincoln News Messenger, a newspaper of general
circulation within the City. In lieu of publication of the full text of this ordinance
within fifteen (15) days after its passage, a summary of this ordinance may be
published at least five (5) days prior to and fifteen (15) days after adoption by
the City Council and a certified copy shall be posted in the office of the City
Clerk, pursuant to Government Code Section 36933(c)(1).

Section 3.  No Mandatory Duty of Care: This ordinance is not intended
to and shall not be construed or given effect in a manner that imposes upon the
City or any officer or employee thereof a mandatory duty of care towards
persons and property within or without the City, so as to provide a basis of civil
liability for damages, except as otherwise imposed by law.
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Section 4: Severability. If any provision of this ordinance or the
application thereof to any person or circumstances is held invalid, such invalidity
shall not affect other provisions or applications of the ordinance which can be
given effect without the invalid provision or application, and to this end the
provisions of this ordinance are severable. This City Council hereby declares
that it would have adopted this ordinance irrespective of the invalidity of any
particular portion thereof and intends that the invalid portions should be severed
and the balance of the ordinance be enforced.

Section 5: Savings Clause. The provisions of this ordinance shall
not affect or impair an act done or right vested or approved or any proceeding,
suit or prosecution had or commenced in any cause before such repeal shall
take affect; but every such act done, or right vested or accrued, or proceeding,
suit or prosecution shall remain in full force and affect to all intents and purposes
as if such ordinance or part thereof so repealed had remained in force. No
offense committed and no liability, penalty or forfeiture, either civilly or criminally
incurred prior to the time when any such ordinance or part thereof shall be
repealed or altered by said Code shall be discharged or affected by such repeal
or alteration; but prosecutions and suits for such offenses, liabilities, penalties or
forfeitures shall be instituted and proceeded with in all respects as if such prior
ordinance or part thereof had not been repealed or altered.

Section 6: Effective Date and Publication. This Ordinance shall take effect
thirty (30) days after its adoption. In lieu of publication of the full text of the
ordinance within fifteen (15) days after its passage, a summary of the ordinance
may be published at least five (5) days prior to and fifteen (15) days after
adoption by the City Council and a certified copy shall be posted in the office of
the City Clerk, pursuant to GC 36933(c)(1).

INTRODUCED:
ADOPTED:
EFFECTIVE:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

Spencer Short, Mayor
ATTEST:

Gwendolyn Scanlon, City Clerk
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Exhibit A

Title 13
PUBLIC SERVICES

13.04.235 Billings Adjustment.

(1) The City Manager, or their designee, may reduce the fees and charges
due from a customer where the customer submits a request for a billing adjustment in
writing to the City Manager within 60 days of the date the bill was issued and the City
Manager determines that the customer has demonstrated all of the following conditions
exist:

(a) The water bill for the billing period in question reflects Excess Water Use
defined as water use exceeding Normal Use by fifty percent (50%) or
more. Normal Use is the average of metered deliveries of water to the
customer’s premises for the same billing period during the three
preceding years. If previous consumption figures are not available,
estimates based on the best information available shall be used.

(b) The Excess Water Use is caused by an unanticipated leak from
underground or unexposed pipes or other circumstances beyond the
customer’s direct control.

(c) The Excess Water Use is not caused by visible leakage such as leaks
from faucets, toilets, sprinklers, hose bibs, above ground drip irrigation
systems, and swimming pool related plumbing; wasteful use; or the
customer’s acts, omissions or negligence.

(2) Upon the City Manager’s determination that all of the circumstances in
13.04.235(1) exist, the City Manager may determine that the City shall reduce the fees
and charges related to the Tier 5 rate.

Example:

Assume a residential customer with a 1” meter in the SFR 1 rate schedule. Due to an
unanticipated leak from underground or unexposed pipes, unauthorized use by persons
not affiliated with the customer, or some other circumstances beyond the customer’s
direct control, the consumption in February of 2016 was 59,000 gallons. The customer’s
normal consumption in the month of February in the three preceding years averaged
5,000 gallons. The customers billing of $444.62 would be adjusted in the following
manner:

Unadjusted Customer Billing $ 444.62
Less: Reduction for Tier 5 (59k — 35k = 24k @ $2.88 per 1k gallons) ($ 69.12)
Adjusted Customer Billing without Tier 5 additional charge $ 375.50

In addition to the above adjustments, the late fees and delinquency charges related to
the adjusted billing period may also be waived at the City Manager’s discretion.
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3) Limitations.

(a) No adjustments shall be given for service outages or interruptions
including, but not limited to, maintenance or repair, temporary shortages
or insufficient water supply or pressure.

(b) Adjustments are considered for no more than two consecutive billing
periods.

(c) No more than one adjustment will be made for the same customer for the
same premises in any five-year period. The customer is typically the
property owner as the responsible party.

(d) The total adjustments for each request shall not exceed five hundred
dollars ($500.00).

(e) The beginning effective date for eligible adjustments shall be for the
billing cycle that includes December, 2015.

() The total adjustments approved by the City shall not exceed $10,000 in
any fiscal year.
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City Council Report

SUBJECT: Deposit and Reimbursement Agreement with
Meritage Homes of California, Inc. (Meritage) for the
bond issuance costs related to the Sorrento Project -

CFD 2005-1.
SUBMITTED BY: Steve Ambrose, Director of Support Services
DEPARTMENT: Support Services
DATE: September 13, 2016
STRATEGIC
RELEVANCE: Infrastructure

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff requests adoption of the resolution approving the Deposit and
Reimbursement Agreement between the City of Lincoln and Meritage for bond
issuance costs related to the Sorrento Project - CFD 2005-1.

BACKGROUND / INTRODUCTION:

The Sorrento Project Community Facilities District (CFD) was formed in 2005,
the first bond issuance in 2009, the second in 2013 and the fourth in 2014. The
project has been approved for 395 single-family residential units. Meritage and
their project management contractor, Bayless & Hicks, have requested the
processing for a fourth bond issuance in the CFD. City staff recommends that a
Deposit and Reimbursement Agreement in the amount of $50,000 be executed
with Meritage to fund costs related to the bond issue.

The proposed financing team is consistent with the three prior bond issues:

Professional Service Firm
Bond & Disclosure Counsel Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe, LLP
Financial Advisor PEM Group
Underwriter Piper Jaffray
Trustee US Bank
Special Tax Consultants Goodwin Consulting Group
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FINDINGS/ANALYSIS ,

The City has completed three successful bond issues for the CFD and the
proposed fourth bond issue would be the final issuance for the district. The
financing team remains the same to process the bond issue in an efficient
manner.

CONCLUSION:

The bond issue for the CFD would provide reimbursement to the developer for
the construction of infrastructure completed for the project.

ALTERNATIVES:

The City Council may take the following action:
1. Adopt the attached resolution approving the Deposit and Reimbursement

Agreement and authorizing the City Manager to sign the document.
2. Provide staff with additional direction.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The $50,000 deposit shall be non-refundable; however, Meritage can request
reimbursement as part of the cost of issuance with a successful bond sale.

CITY MANAGER REVIEW OF CONTENT:

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL FORM:

ATTACHMENTS:

e No. 1 - Resolution
e No. 2 — Deposit and Reimbursement Agreement

533

1481612.1 13583-009

600 Sixth Street * Lincoln, CA 95648 * www.ci.lincoln.ca.us * 916-434-2400




RESOLUTION NO. 2016 —

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LINCOLN
APPROVING A DEPOSIT AND REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
FOR THE BOND ISSUANCE COSTS RELATED TO THE
SORRENTO PROJECT - CFD 2005-1

WHEREAS, Meritage Homes of California, Inc. (“Meritage”) acquired approximately
112 acres of land within the geographic limits of the City of Lincoln (“City”) known as
Sorrento and previously owned by Signature at Sorrento, LLC. The portion of the
project acquired by Meritage was approved for 395 single family homes; and

WHEREAS, Meritage has assumed the rights and obligations of the Development
Agreement, dated June 8, 2004 (Recorder's Number 2004-0125001) and the First
Amendment, dated June 14, 2011 (Recorder’s Number 2011-0051999); and

WHEREAS, Meritage has proposed to finance a portion of its infrastructure
requirements and development impact fees through the issuance of special tax bonds
secured by the Special Tax (the “Bonds”); and

WHEREAS, the City has agreed to assist in the financing of such infrastructure and
development impact fees provided that the costs of doing so are paid by the Developer
or from the proceeds of the Special Tax; and

WHEREAS, there has been submitted to the City Clerk of the City (the “City Clerk”) a
form of Deposit and Reimbursement Agreement (the “Deposit Agreement”) providing for
the deposit of funds by the Developer with the City to pay for such costs, and the
reimbursement of such costs to the Developer from the proceeds of the Bonds; and

WHEREAS, the Deposit and Reimbursement Agreement are exempt from additional
environmental analysis pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) by
operation of CEQA Guidelines section 15301.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The City Council finds and determines that the foregoing recitals are
true and correct.
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Section 2. The Deposit Agreement, in substantially the form submitted to and on
file with the City Clerk, is hereby approved for execution by the City, and the City
Manager of the City or designee thereof is hereby authorized and directed to execute
and deliver the Deposit Agreement in substantially said form, with such changes or
additions that may hereafter become necessary in the interests of the City and which
are approved by the Authorized Representative executing the same in consultation with
bond counsel, such approval to be conclusively evidenced by the execution and delivery
of the Deposit Agreement.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 13th day of September, 2016:

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS:
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS:
ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS:
APPROVED:
Spencer Short, Mayor
[Seal]
ATTEST:

Gwen Scanlon, City Clerk
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DEPOSIT AND REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

By and Between
CITY OF LINCOLN
and

MERITAGE HOMES OF CALIFORNIA, INC.

Relating to

Sorrento Development
Lincoln, California

Dated as of September 13, 2016
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DEPOSIT AND REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
(City of Lincoln Sorrento Development)

This Deposit and Reimbursement Agreement is made this 13" day of
September, 2016 (the “Agreement”), by and between the City of Lincoln, a
municipal corporation (the “City”) and Meritage Homes of California, Inc., a
California corporation (“Meritage” or the “Developer”).

Recitals

A. The City and Signature at Sorrento, LLC (“Signature”) entered
into a development agreement, dated June 8, 2004, for the development of the
Sorrento project located in the City of Lincoln (the “project”).

B. In 2005, pursuant to section 3.14 of the Development
Agreement, Sorrento Project Community Facilities District was formed to fund the
infrastructure improvements which were required for the first phase of the project.

C. On November 13, 2012, Signature and Meritage entered into a
purchase and sale agreement whereby Meritage acquired the remaining
undeveloped property from Signature. The project has been approved for 395
single family residential units. Meritage also assumed all of the rights and
obligations of the development agreement.

D. Meritage has now requested that the City assist in financing
certain public capital improvements and development impact fees related to the
project.

E. Meritage has requested the City to issue and sell special tax
bonds of the City under the Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act of 1982 (the
“Act”), upon the security of the special taxes levied against certain real property
of Meritage to finance all or a portion of the eligible public capital improvements
and development impact fees for the project. The community facilities district
shall be hereinafter referred to as the “Financing District.” The bonds issued as a
result of such special tax proceedings shall be hereinafter referred to as the
“Bonds.”

F. In the event the City is able to accomplish sale and delivery of
the Bonds pursuant to the Act, the City intends to utilize the proceeds of sale
thereof pursuant to the terms and conditions of this agreement to (1) reimburse
Meritage for the deposit required by this agreement, (2) accept the completed
public improvements from Meritage and reimburse Meritage for the cost thereof,
and (3) pay and/or reimburse Meritage for development impact fees relating to
the project.
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Agreement

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing and the mutual
covenants herein, Developer and City hereby agree as follows:

1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct, and
hereby incorporated in full.

2. Deposit. Upon approval of this Agreement by the City
Council of the City and execution hereof by the authorized representatives of the
parties, the Developer shall deposit with the City fifty thousand ($50,000) dollars
into a special fund to be established and maintained by the City and to be known
as the “Sorrento Financing District Improvement Fund.” The City is authorized to
disburse amounts from said fund, from time to time, to pay preliminary and
incidental costs and expenses incurred by the City in connection with the City’s
proceedings to implement the Financing District as requested by the Developer.
Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, the City may disburse amounts
from said fund to other appropriate funds or accounts of the City to reimburse the
City for the reasonable cost of staff time devoted to said proceedings, as well as
to pay third party invoices from consultants retained by the City to assist the City
in the implementation of the Financing District.

In the event that the balance in said fund is drawn down to an
amount of less than ten thousand ($10,000) dollars, the City may notify the
Developer of such fact, and the Developer shall promptly provide the City with an
additional deposit of twenty-five thousand ($25,000) dollars, or such lesser
amount as may be requested by the City, to assure the continued availability of
funds for the payment of such preliminary expenses.

3. Due Diligence. The City agrees to proceed with all due
diligence in the issuance and sale of the Bonds upon the security of the special
taxes to accomplish the authorized purposes of the Financing District, including,
but not limited to, reimbursement to the Developer for its deposit or deposits
pursuant to this agreement, to acquire the completed work and improvements
from the Developer and payment of (or reimbursement to the Developer for)
eligible development impact fees; it being expressly understood that the City has
no obligation to proceed with any acquisition until the subject work and
improvements have been fully completed to the satisfaction of the City, as
determined by the Public Services Director of the City or his designee, in the sole
discretion of such person, such discretion not to be exercised arbitrarily or
unreasonably.

4. Reimbursement. The City shall authorize the reimbursement
of the Developer for the full amount of the deposits made and to be made by the
Developer pursuant to this Agreement; provided, however, the City shall only be
obligated to make reimbursements under this Agreement when and to the extent
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the special taxes have been collected from property owners as the properties are
developed, and to the extent the revenue is generated and available.

a. Notwithstanding any contrary provision herein, the
City’s obligation to reimburse the Developer for deposits or other advances made
hereunder shall be a limited obligation, payable solely from the proceeds of
Bonds. Under no circumstances shall the City be liable for such reimbursement
from any other source of funds.

5. In accordance with any claims or protest procedures under
the Revenue and Tax Code, the Government Code, or any procedures regarding
disbursement of the Financing District One Time Special Taxes, and
notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, the City shall not be
required to make reimbursements under this Section until the limitations period
for instituting court action to seek a refund of such special taxes, paid under
protests has passed, and no court action has been instituted; in the event court
action is instituted, the funds shall not be paid over to the Developer until the
court action has been finalized and the authority to collect such charges has
been sustained. Furthermore, the City may request that Developer undertake
the defense of any action seeking refund of amounts paid under protest to the
Developer; if the Developer decides not to undertake the defense of the action at
Developer's own expense, the City may stipulate to return of the funds so paid
under protest, and the City shall not be further obligated to Developer with
respect to such funds so refunded. In the event a court action is maintained to
prevent the City from collecting such funds, the City may request that Developer
undertake the defense of that action. In the event the Developer decides to
undertake such defense, Developer shall agree to hold the City harmless from
any and all liability thereunder; in the event the Developer decides not to
undertake defense of the action at Developer’'s sole expense, the City may
stipulate to cease collecting such funds, or enter into any other settlement of the
litigation acceptable to the City, and Developer shall lose any right to
reimbursement with respect to such protested amounts.

6. Public Offering. The City agrees to use its best efforts to
accomplish a public offering and sale of the proposed Bonds, it being understood
that the City intends to accomplish such offering and sale through a negotiated
sale to Piper Jaffray & Co., Sacramento, California. To enable the City and Piper
Jaffray & Co. to prepare an Official Statement to be utilized in connection with the
public offering of the proposed Bonds, the Developer agrees to provide such
financial information, development program information, title reports, appraisal
reports, and such other information as the City and Piper Jaffray & Co. may
consider material in connection with preparing the Official Statement and
determining feasibility and structure of the proposed Bond issue. Such reports
and information shall be provided to the City and to Piper Jaffray at no cost to
either, and the actual cost and expense of the Developer shall be eligible for
reimbursement from bond sale proceeds, provided that sufficient allowance has
been made in the cost estimate and bond sale for that purpose.

1022478.1 13583.015

600 Sixth Street * Lincoln, CA 95648 * www.ci.lincoln.ca.us * 916-434-2400

539




7. Acceptance and Title to Improvements. If improvements are

to be acquired with bond sale proceeds, prior to the issuance or sale of the
Bonds, the City and the Developer shall enter into an agreement setting forth,
among other things, the terms upon which the City will accept any improvements.

8. General.
a. Successors and Assigns. Each and every provision

of this Agreement shall be binding and inure to the benefit of the successors-in-
interest of the parties hereto.

b. Choice of Law and Venue. This Agreement shall be
interpreted under and governed by the laws of the State of California, except for
those provisions preempted by federal law. However, the laws of the State of
California shall not be applied to the extent that they would require or allow the
court to use the laws of another state or jurisdiction. All parties to this Agreement
agree that all actions or proceedings arising in connection with this Agreement
shall be tried and litigated only in Placer County, California.

C. Amendment. This Agreement cannot be altered,
amended or modified in any way without the express written consent of each
party hereto or their authorized successor-in-interest.

d. Time if of Essence. Time is of the essence for this

Agreement

e. Notice. Notices under this Agreement shall be
deemed given when delivered by First Class Mail, Postage Prepaid, as follows:

City: Developer:

City Manager Division President

City of Lincoln Meritage Homes

600 Sixth Street 1671 E Monte Vista Ave, Suite 214
Lincoln, CA 95648 Vacaville, CA 95687
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this
agreement to be executed by their authorized representatives as of the effective
date stated above.

CITY OF LINCOLN

By:

Matthew Brower, City Manager

MERITAGE HOMES OF CALIFORNIA, INC.

By:

Barry Grant, President
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CITY COUNCIL REPORT

MEETING DATE: September 13, 2016

SUBJECT: Public Hearing regarding Adoption of Text Amendments to
Chapters 18.12, 18.14, 18.16, 18.18, 18.20, 18.22, 18.24, 18.26,
18.28, 18.29, 18.30, of the Lincoln Zoning Ordinance addressing
Solar Energy Systems as a principally permitted and accessory
permitted use within the City

SUBMITTED BY: Jim Bermudez, Development Services Manager
DEPARTMENT: Community Development
STRATEGIC RELEVANCE: Organizational Efficiency

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff respectfully recommends that the City Council:
1. Conduct a Public Hearing
2. Waive full reading and introduce Ordinance __ by title and number only Text
Amendments to the following Chapters of the Lincoln Zoning Ordinance
addressing Solar Energy Systems as a principally permitted and accessory
permitted use within the City:

Chapter 18.12 (R-1) Single Family District
Chapter 18.14 (R-2) Duplex Residential District
Chapter 18.16 (R-3) Multiple Residential District
Chapter 18.18 (R-E) Residential Estate District
Chapter 18.20 (BP) Business Professional District
Chapter 18.22 (C) Commercial District

Chapter 18.24 (H-C) Highway Commercial District
Chapter 18.26 (L-1) Light Industrial District
Chapter 18.28 () Industrial District

Chapter 18.29 (A-D) Agricultural District

Chapter 18.30 (O-S) Open Space District

BACKGROUND/INTRODUCTION:

The City Council adopted an interim urgency ordinance on June 7, 2016 placing a 45-
day moratorium on the approval of permits for all solar energy systems larger than 15
kilowatts. Subsequently, Council took action on July 12, 2016 extending the moratorium
for ten months and 15 days. The impetus of the moratorium was the presentation of
evidence suggesting potential specific, adverse impacts on public health and safety at
the time that the City was reviewing a submittal for a large-scale solar energy project
within the City.

Adoption of the moratorium, pursuant to Government Code section 65858, afforded the
City the opportunity to study the specific, adverse impacts on public health and safety
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prior to issuing the requested permit or any additional permits for any large-scale solar
energy projects within the City.

The City's Zoning Ordinance does not address solar systems as a permitted, accessory,
or conditional uses within any zoning district. The Government Code requires cities to
provide streamlined permitting for small residential rooftop solar energy systems, which
the City follows. However, the provisions of the Government Code do not address where
solar energy systems (other than small residential rooftop energy systems) would be
considered suitable within areas of the City, nor does it define the size and scale of such
systems that would be considered compatible with the surrounding environment.

State law provides that solar energy systems are subject to non-discretionary building
permit review. The objective of the proposed amendment is to establish areas where a
solar energy system would be appropriate and to ensure that locating a solar energy
system within each of the proposed zoning districts would be compatible with the
planned vision of the City, including consideration of the consequences of a facility within
certain areas of the City. This includes the unintended consequences to a neighborhood
of locating a large scale solar energy system that could be detrimental to the overall
development of a specific planning district. Staff is looking to establish sound and
adequate standards in which the location of solar energy systems would not be
detrimental to the neighborhood and overall vitality of the community.

The Planning Commission reviewed the proposal during the regular meeting of August
17, 2016. The Commission requested staff modify the ordinance to ensure that solar
energy systems are permitted in the side and rear of all lots. At the close of the public
hearing, the Planning Commission voted to recommend approval of the project to the
City Council via Planning Commission Resolution. Since the Planning Commission
hearing, staff has modified the language of the resolution to clarify the requirements of
the accessory use and to permit accessory solar uses on rooftops of structures in the
open space district.

FINDINGS/ANALYSIS:

Staff is seeking to amend eleven Zoning Districts by establishing parameters allowing for
solar energy systems as principally permitted and/or accessory permitted uses. The
proposed zoning amendments would distinguish between zones where a solar energy
system is permitted as a primary use and where a solar energy system would only be
permitted if it is accessory to a primary, permitted use.

Staff is recommending that a solar energy system be considered an accessory use on a
lot with a principle structure in the following Zoning Districts by adding a section labeled
‘Accessory Uses’:

Accessory Uses.

Section 18.12.025 (R-1) Single Family District

Section 18.14.025 (R-2) Duplex Residential District
Section 18.16.025 (R-3) Multiple Residential District
Section 18.18.025 (R-E) Residential Estate District
Section 18.20.025 (BP) Business Professional District
Section 18.22.025 (C) Commercial District
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Section 18.24.025 (H-C) Highway Commercial District
Section 18.26.025 (L-I) Light Industrial District
Section 18.29.025 (A-D) Agricultural District

Section 18.30.025 (O-S) Open Space District

A solar energy system is permitted as an accessory use in the R-1, R-2, R-3, R-E, BP,
C, H-C, L-I, and A-D zoning districts in accordance with the following requirements:

(1) Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:

a. The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into
the development of an authorized use of the property.

b. The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a
permitted principle structure or in the rear and side yard of the lot
adjacent to a permitted structure.

c. The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for
the district in which the Solar Energy System is located, unless the
Community Development Director or his designee identifies a safety
concern requiring placement within the setback.

d. The Solar Energy System shall be designed to absorb light, have
minimal glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.

Permitting a solar energy system as an accessory use would continue to allow
placement of solar energy systems fitted for residential development on or adjacent to
residences, as the primary use of the lot would be considered the habitable structure.
Similarly, solar energy systems would be permitted as accessory to primary structures in
business, commercial, open space, and agricultural areas. The code amendment would
allow the continued construction of facilities within the property and provides the ability to
address vacant lots within the City by preventing the construction of a solar energy
system on vacant and undeveloped property, as the solar energy system would then be
considered the primary use, which could not be allowed.

The City has many open space areas with the purpose to conserve land that should
remain for passive and active recreation uses, resource management, and public safety.
Uses that would typically be appropriate in this land use designation include recreation
amenities, habitat and wildlife preserves, and in some cases storm water management
facilities, in addition to areas that separate development from urban areas. These areas
are primarily publically owned and in most cases encumbered and conveyed to the City
by development to meet the City’'s open space requirement. As such, these areas
should remain preserved for their intended use. Open space land should not be covered
for the sole purpose of developing solar energy systems. As such, the proposed revision
permits solar energy systems in O-S zoning districts in accordance with the following
requirements:

(1)Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:
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a. The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into
the development of an authorized use of the property.

b. The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a
permitted principle structure.

c. The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for
the district in which the Solar Energy System is located, unless the
Community Development Director or his designee identifies a safety
concern requiring placement within the setback.

d. The Solar Energy System shall be designed to absorb light, have
minimal glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.

Staff identified areas in the City where large-scale facilities would not conflict with
surrounding conditions or be detrimental to surrounding uses. Staff determined that
solar energy systems should be permitted within the Industrial District (I) whether or not
the solar energy system is accessory to an existing use. Therefore, in the Industrial
District, solar energy systems would be permitted on any vacant or undeveloped lot
and/or integrated into the building design of a structure within the industrial zone. The
following amendment will be necessary for solar energy systems to be permitted as a
primary use in the Industrial zone:

18.28.010 - Permitted uses.
The following are permitted uses in the Industrial (I) district provided that they
comply with all state and federal laws and city ordinances applicable to the
regulation of obnoxious or offensive noise, smoke, dust, explosives, vibration,
odors, bright or flashing lights, or any other nuisance factors:

(6) Solar Energy System (Defined in Section 15.05.020A.)

In addition to the proposed language set forth in this report, each specific plan area
within the City with approved General Development Plans, may have additional or
separate regulations for solar in its plan area. Where those Planned Development
Districts do not regulate solar, these provisions shall apply.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW:

The proposed ordinance is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (Pub.
Resources Code section 21000 et seq., “CEQA”) pursuant to Public Resources Code
section 21065 and CEQA Guidelines section 15061(b)(3) because there is no possibility
that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment.

CONCLUSION:

Staff recommends that the City Council conduct a public hearing and adopt the
proposed amendments specifically, when solar energy systems are considered an
accessary use on a lot of a principle structure, and/or when the system is considered the
primary use of the lot for each specific zoning district within the City, to the City Council.

FISCAL IMPACT:
There is no anticipated fiscal impact.

LEGAL REVIEW: LZW
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ATTACHMENT:
Ordinance
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CITY COUNCIL
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LINCOLN, CALIFORNIA,
AMENDING VARIOUS SECTIONS OF THE LINCOLN ZONING ORDINANCE, TITLE
18, ET. SEQ., AND FINDING THIS PROJECT IS EXEMPT FROM THE CALIFORNIA

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

WHEREAS, Section 1.01.050 of the Lincoln Municipal Code provides for
amendments to the Lincoln Municipal Code by the City council; and,

WHEREAS, Title 18, Chapter 18.92, of the Lincoln Municipal Code provides for
the amendment of the Title by changing the text whenever the public necessity,
convenience, or general welfare requires such amendment; and,

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Lincoln held a duly noticed
public hearing on August 17, 2016, and after considering the request relating to the
various amendments/new language, staff's analysis, and public input, voted to
recommend that the City Council amend the City’s Zoning Ordinance; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to Lincoln Municipal Code section 18.04.020, any use not
specifically permitted is prohibited; and,

WHEREAS, a public notice describing the proposed amendments to the Lincoln
Zoning Ordinance relative to Title 18 was published in the Lincoln News Messenger, a
newspaper of general circulation, in accordance with section 6061 or the California
Government Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Lincoln does hereby find that
there is a public necessity to amend the zoning ordinance to address the following
eleven (11) areas as follows:

Section 1. Section 18.12.025 Accessory Uses.

(1)Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:

a. The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into the
development of an authorized use of the property.

b. The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a
permitted principle structure or in the rear and side yard of the lot
adjacent to a permitted structure.

c. The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for
the district in which the Solar Energy Systems is located, unless the
Community Development Director or his designee identifies a safety
concern requiring placement within the setback.

d. The Solar Energy System shall be designed to absorb light, have minimal
glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.
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Section 2. Section 18.14.025 Accessory Uses.

(1) Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:

a. The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into the
development of an authorized use of the property.

b. The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a
permitted principle structure or in the rear and side yard of the lot
adjacent to a permitted structure.

c. The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for
the district in which the Solar Energy System is located, unless the
Community Development Director or his designee identifies a safety
concern requiring placement within the setback.

d. The Solar Energy System shall be designed to absorb light, have minimal
glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.

Section 3. Section 18.16.025 Accessory Uses.

(1)Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:

a. The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into the
development of an authorized use of the property.

b.The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a permitted
principle structure or in the rear and side yard of the lot adjacent to a
permitted structure.

c. The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for the
district in which the Solar Energy System is located unless, the Community
Development Director or his designee identifies a safety concern requiring
placement within the setback.

d.The Solar Energy System shall be designed to absorb light, have minimal
glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.

Section 4. Section 18.18.025 Accessory Uses.

(1)Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:

a. The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into the
development of an authorized use of the property.

b. The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a permitted
principle structure or in the rear and side yard of the lot adjacent to a
permitted structure.

c. The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for
the district in which the Solar Energy System is located, unless the
Community Development Director or his designee identifies a safety
concern requiring placement within the setback.

d. The Solar Energy System shall be designed to absorb light, have minimal
glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.
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Section 5. Section 18.20.025 Accessory Uses.

(1) Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:

a.

The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into the
development of an authorized use of the property.

. The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a permitted

principle structure or in the rear and side yard of the lot adjacent to a
permitted structure.

The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for
the district in which the Solar Energy System is located, unless the
Community Development Director or his designee identifies a safety
concern requiring placement within the setback.

. The Solar Energy System shall be designed to absorb light, have minimal

glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.

Section 6. Section 18.22.025 Accessory Uses.

(1)Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:

a.

The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into the
development of an authorized use of the property.

The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a permitted
principle structure or in the rear and side yard of the lot adjacent to a
permitted structure.

The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for
the district in which the Solar Energy System is located, unless the
Community Development Director or his designee identifies a safety
concern requiring placement within the setback.

. The Solar Energy System shall be designed to absorb light, have minimal

glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.

Section 7. Section 18.24.025 Accessory Uses.

(1)Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:

a.

The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into the
development of an authorized use of the property.

The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a permitted
principle structure or in the rear and side yard of the lot adjacent to a
permitted structure.

. The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for

the district in which the Solar Energy System is located, unless the
Community Development Director or his designee identifies a safety
concern requiring placement within the setback.

549



d. The Solar Energy System shall be designed to absorb light, have minimal
glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.

Section 8. Section 18.26.025 Accessory Uses.

(1)Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:

a. The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into the
development of an authorized use of the property.

b. The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a permitted
principle structure or in the rear and side yard of the lot adjacent to a
permitted structure.

c. The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for
the district in which the Solar Energy System is located, unless the
Community Development Director or his designee identifies a safety
concern requiring placement within the setback.

d. The Solar Energy System shall be designhed to absorb light, have minimal
glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.

Section 9. Section 18.29.025 Accessory Uses.

(1)Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:

a. The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into the
development of an authorized use of the property.

b. The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a permitted
principle structure or in the rear and side yard of the lot adjacent to a
permitted structure.

c. The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for
the district in which the Solar Energy System is located, unless the
Community Development Director or his designee identifies a safety
concern requiring placement within the setback.

d. The Solar Energy System shall be designhed to absorb light, have minimal
glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.

Section 10. Section 18.30.025 Accessory Uses.

(1)Solar Energy System - A Solar Energy System as defined in Section
15.05.020A shall be permitted if the Solar Energy System meets all of the
following conditions:

a. The Solar Energy System shall be designed for the purpose of reducing
on-site energy needs and shall be accessory to and incorporated into the
development of an authorized use of the property.

b. The Solar Energy System shall only be permitted on the roof of a permitted
principle structure.

c. The Solar Energy System shall conform to all set back requirements for
the district in which the Solar Energy System is located, unless the
Community Development Director or his designee identifies a safety
concern requiring placement within the setback.
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d. The Solar Energy System shall be designed to absorb light, have minimal
glint and glare and to scatter the reflected light.

Section 11. Section 18.28.010 Permitted uses.
(6) Solar Energy System (Defined in Section 15.05.020A).

Section 12. Pursuant to Section 1.6 of the City of Lincoln’s Environmental
Guidelines, the City of Lincoln’s Community Development Director has reviewed the new
language, and determined that it is exempt from review under the California
Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”") pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA
Guidelines; which, provides under the general rule that CEQA applies only to projects
which have the potential for causing a significant effect on the environment, and where it
can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the activity in question may
have a significant effect on the environment, and a Notice of Exemption will be recorded
with the project; and,

Section 13. No Mandatory Duty of Care: This ordinance is not intended to and
shall not be construed or given effect in a manner that imposes upon the City or any
officer or employee thereof a mandatory duty of care towards persons and property
within or without the City, so as to provide a basis of civil liability for damages, except
as otherwise imposed by law.

Section 14. Severability. If any provision of this ordinance or the application
thereof to any person or circumstances is held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect
other provisions or applications of the ordinance which can be given effect without the
invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this ordinance are
severable. This City Council hereby declares that it would have adopted this ordinance
irrespective of the invalidity of any particular portion thereof and intends that the invalid
portions should be severed and the balance of the ordinance be enforced.

Section 15. Savings Clause. The provisions of this ordinance shall not affect or
impair an act done or right vested or approved or any proceeding, suit or prosecution
had or commenced in any cause before such repeal shall take affect; but every such
act done, or right vested or accrued, or proceeding, suit or prosecution shall remain in
full force and affect to all intents and purposes as if such ordinance or part thereof so
repealed had remained in force. No offense committed and no liability, penalty or
forfeiture, either civilly or criminally incurred prior to the time when any such ordinance
or part thereof shall be repealed or altered by said Code shall be discharged or affected
by such repeal or alteration; but prosecutions and suits for such offenses, liabilities,
penalties or forfeitures shall be instituted and proceeded with in all respects as if such
prior ordinance or part thereof had not been repealed or altered.

Section 16. This ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after its passage.
Within fifteen (15) days of its passage, this ordinance shall be published once in the
Lincoln News Messenger, a newspaper of general circulation within the City. In lieu of
publication of the full text of this ordinance within fifteen (15) days after its passage, a
summary of this ordinance may be published at least five (5) days prior to and fifteen
(15) days after adoption by the City Council and a certified copy shall be posted in the
office of the City Clerk, pursuant to Government Code Section 36933(c)(1).
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PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 13th day of September, 2016, by the following roll call

vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

MAYOR

552



10B
CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: Meadowlands Residential Subdivision Project

SUBM

ITTED BY: Steve Prosser, Senior Planner

DEPARTMENT: Community Development

DATE:

September 13, 2016

STRATEGIC RELEVANCE:

Infrastructure:
Underlying foundation on which the continuance and growth of our community depends.

Team Cohesi on:
Staff, Commission, and Council in unity supporting the City’s vision and mission.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION(S):

Staff recommends the City Council conduct a public hearing for the Meadowlands

project;

consider the information contained in the report and testimony of the public; and,

take the following action:

1.

Adopt Resolution 2016- , determining that the Addendum to the Final
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the Meadowlands project is the
appropriate level of documentation to satisfy the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) based on a determination that no new or
substantially more severe impacts would result from the project and the prior
analysis contained in the originally certified FEIR adequately addresses
environmental impacts (Attachment 1).

Adopt Resolution 2016- , approving a General Plan Amendment for the
Meadowlands project (Attachment 2).

Introduce and waive first reading of Ordinance approving a rezoning for the
Meadowlands project (Attachment 3).

Introduce and waive first reading of Ordinance approving an amended
General Development Plan for the Meadowlands project (Attachment 4).

Adopt Resolution 2016- , approving the Large Lot Tentative Map for the
Meadowlands project (Attachment 5).
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6. Adopt Resolution 2016- , approving the Small Lot Tentative Subdivision
Map for the Meadowlands project (Attachment 6).

7. Adopt Resolution 2016- , approving the Specific Development Plan and
Development Permit for the low density and medium density portions of the
Meadowlands project (Attachment 7).

BACKGROUND:

On June 12, 2012, the City of Lincoln approved the original Meadowlands project which
included the approval of a Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map allowing subdivision of the
property into 209 single-family lots on 40 acres, four High Density Residential (HDR)
parcels totaling 5.2 acres located north and south of the future Gladding Parkway to
allow for the development of alley-loaded multiple family dwelling units, one 4-acre
detention basin parcel, one 0.8-acre parcel for Light Industrial (LI) to be utilized by the
Gladding McBean Plant for employee parking, two neighborhood parks totaling 1.6
acres, four open space parcels totaling 1.6 acres, one 48.8-acre wetland preserve
parcel, and a future right-of-way for Gladding McBean Parkway totaling 5.6 acres. City
approval consisted of a General Plan Amendment to change the land use designations
from Low Density Residential (LDR), Light Industrial (LI) and Open Space (OS) to Low
Density Residential (LDR), High Density Residential (HDR), Light Industrial (LI), Open
Space (OS) Parks and Recreation (PR) and Public Facilities (PUB); the approval also
includes rezone of the site from LDR, OS and LI to Planned Development (PD); and the
approval of a General Development Plan to adopt the following zoning designations:

Low Density Residential (LDR-5) — 40.5 Acres
High Density Residential (HDR-20) — 5.2 Acres
Light Industrial (LI) — 0.8 Acres

Park (P) — 1.6 Acres

Wetland Preserve (OS) — 48.8 Acres

Open Space Preserve (OS) — 1.6 Acres
Detention/Water Quality Basin (PUB) — 4 Acres

INTRODUCTION:

In November, 2015, the City received an application to redesign the previously approved
project to allow for 190 low and medium density detached single family residences, a
single consolidated 5.2 acre high density parcel to allow for a future multiple family
residential development, a relocated and enlarged neighborhood park, additional
passive recreational open space, a linear park and landscape berm along the east
boundary of the Gladding McBean plant as a buffer to the proposed residences that also
incorporates a multi-use trail that runs north and south through the project site, and a
relocated water quality basin. In addition, the application includes over 47 acres of open
space conservation area which include the portion of Markham Ravine west of the
project site. In summary, the current application requests approval of a General Plan
Amendment changing the existing Land Use Designations within the site from Low
Density Residential (LDR), High Density Residential), Light Industrial (LI), Park (P) and
Public Facilities (PUB), and Open Space (OS) to Low Density Residential (LDR),
Medium Density Residential (MDR), High Density Residential (HDR), Open Space
Recreational (OS-R), Open Space Storm Detention (OS-SD), Linear Park (LP), Park (P),
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and Open Space Conservation (OS-C); approval of a zoning amendment to redefine the
Planned Development project area to incorporate the parcel configuration changes; and,
approval of an Amended General Development Plan to adopt the following zoning
designations:

Low Density Residential (LDR) — 28.1 Acres
Medium Density Residential (MDR) — 13.7 Acres
High Density Residential (HDR) — 6.2 Acres
Neighborhood Park (P) — 2.2 Acres

Linear Park (LP) — 1.4 Acres

Open Space Recreation (OS-R) — 4.8 Acres
Open Space Conservation (OS-C) — 47.2 Acres
Water Quality Basin (OS-SD) — 4.1 Acres

2012 Approved Project and Current Application

Description 2012 Project Current Difference
Application

Units | Acres Units | Acres Units | Acres
Project Site
Single Family 209 40.5 190 41.8 -19 +1.4
Residential
Multiple Family 104 5.2 104 6.2 0 +1.0
Residential
Water Quality -- 4.0 - 4.1 - +0.1
Basin
Landscape Lots -- -- - 1.2 - +1.2
Industrial - 0.8 -- -- -- -0.8
(Parking Lot)
Open Space -- 48.8 -- 47.2 -- -1.6
Conservation
Recreational - 1.6 - 4.8 - +2.6
Open Space
Parks/Linear -- 1.6 - 3.6 - +1.8
Park
Gladding -- 5.6 - b - -
Parkway
Total Project 313 108 294 108.9 -19 +.9
Site
* including Gladding Parkway is incorporated into the total acreage of the current project where applicable
For Reference -- 5.6 - 3.4 - 2.2
Only- Gladding
Parkway
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2012 Approval Current Application

fer v Approvesd Viesting
eative Map (Appendix A)
fspocific atreet alignment
Bot Frpout.

kham Ravine
pen Space

Carlin C. Coppin
Elementary School

FINDINGS/ANALYSIS:

General Plan Amendm ent

The City of Lincoln General Plan serves as the guiding land use document for the City of
Lincoln. Staff has analyzed the proposed Meadowlands General Plan Amendment and
found the request consistent with policies of the 2050 General Plan, specifically:

Land Use & Community Design Policy LU-1.5 (Infill Development) states that the City
shall pursue the development of vacant infill parcels in and around the Downtown area.
The subject property is the largest vacant and underutilized parcel determined suitable
for residential development within a half-mile radius of the intersection of Lincoln
Boulevard and McBean Park Drive, which is approximately the center of the historic
downtown per the City’'s Downtown Urban Design Plan.

Land Use & Community Design Policy LU-1.6 (Transportation Choices) states that the
City will promote the application of land use layouts and community designs that provide
residents with transportation choices to walk, ride bicycles, ride transit services, as well
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as utilize a vehicle, including neighborhood electric vehicles. The project, as conditioned,
provides a north/south multiple use trail that connects residents to both the proposed
neighborhood park and to the existing adjacent elementary school. Future public
transportation needs will be met through the addition of a separated bus turnout at 9™
Street and East Avenue for ease of access. Additionally, residents will be able to utilize
NEVs through the network of local residential streets connecting with both East Avenue
and Gladding Parkway, which both will have dedicated NEV/bicycle lanes.

Land Use & Community Design Policy LU-1.7 (Housing Choices) states that the City will
promote the application of land use designs that provide a variety of places where
residents can live, including apartments, condominiums, townhomes, and single family
attached and detached. The current project includes 107 low density detached single
family residences, 83 medium density detach single family residences and a 6.2 acre
high density residential parcel, which not only consolidates but increases the high
density acreage approved in 2012 to provide a variety of site design options to a multiple
family development to create a desirable housing development in the future.

Land Use & Community Design Policy LU-1.9 (Existing Assets) states that the City will
promote the use of vacant infill parcels and the intensifying of land uses on parcels that
are underutilized in order to better utilize existing public infrastructure. This project
facilitates development of approximately 62 of 109 developable vacant acres infill
property within ¥2 mile of downtown. Additionally, the subject property is within walking
distance to an existing elementary school creating a highly desirable housing opportunity
for residents with young children.

Land Use & Community Design Policy LU-2.6 (Land Use Designations) states that the
City Housing Choices shall provide a variety of residential land designations that will
meet the future needs of the City. The current project provides for approximately 28
acres of low density residential, 13 acres of medium density residential and 6 acres of
high density residential. In other words, the project has designated acreage for each of
the three of the most common residential land use designations found within the City.

Land Use & Community Design Policy LU-2.8 (Innovative Design) states that the City
shall promote flexibility and innovation in residential land use through the use of planned
unit developments, developer agreements, specific plans, mixed use projects, and other
innovative development and planning techniques. The current project consists of a
planned unit development with site specific development standards set for in a General
Development Plan while ensuring local review to encourage high quality residential
design through the Specific Development Plan/Development Permit and Design Review
process.

Housing Element Policy 2 (Variety of Housing Facilitate the construction of a variety of
housing types affordable to all income levels) states that the City shall continue to permit
Planned Development District zoning that promotes a variety of housing types in the city
through the utilization of innovative development techniques and flexible standards, such
as: zero lot lines, clustering of dwelling units, narrower streets, increased densities, and
fewer dedication requirements. The 6.2 gross acres of total High Density Residential
maintains the identified 104 dwelling unit count, described within the City's 2013-2021
Housing Element, for the project area. Additionally, the inclusion of both low density and
medium density residential land uses facilitates the construction of multiple housing
styles to accommodate market demand for a variety of housing sizes and related costs
to better serve a majority of income levels.
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Land Use and Circulation Design Diagram Modification

The City of Lincoln Land Use and Circulation Design Diagram serves as the visual
representation of the desirable land use and circulation pattern for City of Lincoln. The
adoption of the City’s General Plan in 2008 included a Land Use and Circulation Design
Diagram which determined a Citywide need for a future arterial roadway connecting East
Avenue to Nicolaus Road with a portion of the future roadway located in the approximate
center of the developable area of the Meadowlands project site. In 2012, the original
Meadowlands project was approved with a roadway design with that began at the
intersection of 9" Street and East Avenue. The design followed the East Avenue
alignment to north of 9™ Street crossing the site in a large arch located generally along
the same path and shown in the Land Use and Circulation Design Diagram.

Upon approval of the 2012 Meadowlands project, the proposed design of Gladding
Parkway then modified the diagram based on the provided roadway location and
dimensions. As seen on the following page, the previously approved Gladding Parkway
design required a significant redesign of 9" Street incorporating a parallel on-ramp style
design for north bound traffic with a direct connect onramp along East Avenue between
10" Street and 11™ Street for southbound travel. The proposed design also required a
significant amount of right-of-way (120 feet) to incorporate large areas of landscape on
both sides of the sidewalk area. This likely was necessary to create a large landscape
buffer area between the road surface and the front porch area of the desired row house
design introduced within the high residential parcels contiguous to the Gladding Parkway
land dedication area. The larger buffer area would have eliminated the need for a
soundwall to mitigate future noise impacts that would detract from the applicant’s overall
design concept of row housing along a minor arterial road. Additionally, the larger
median found in the preliminary design would have allowed for future improvement to
occur at such time as the roadway extension was constructed and the ultimate four
vehicular travel lanes where installed.

During the initial review of the current proposal for the Meadowlands site, both staff and
the applicant began discussions how best to improve the Gladding Parkway roadway
design to fit the needs of the project based on the revised development pattern, while
meeting the current and future roadway needs of the City per the adopted Land Use and
Circulation Elements. The applicant proposed a Gladding Parkway alignment that
relocated the eastern access to the intersection of 10" Street and East Avenue,
eliminating both the need for a significant redesign of 9" Street and the remnant portions
of undevelopable lands found south of the 9™ Street west of East Avenue that resulted
from the 9™ Street realignment. Additionally, by connecting to the 10™ Street intersection,
the applicant eliminated the need for a mid-block southbound parkway access along
East Avenue between 10" and 11™ Street. In other words, Gladding Parkway intersects
the established roadway system at and existing intersection (East Avenue and 11"
Street). The intersection will either be controlled by a stop sign or ultimately a full signal,
if warranted through a subsequent traffic signal warrant analysis required by the City as
a condition of project approval. Notwithstanding the above, the requested re-alignment
of Gladding Parkway matches exactly the previously approved location of the roadway
terminus along the western boundary of the project site in proximity to the Gladding
McBean plant and consistent with the future Gladding Parkway to Nicolaus Road
extension design per the City's Land Use and Circulation Designh Diagram as shown on
the following page. Lastly, due to elimination of the row house high density residential
concept along what has been determined to be a minor arterial roadway, there was an
opportunity to design a narrower roadway that would allow for the adjacent developable
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land to be designed in line with a traditional residential neighborhood where a majority of
the parcels are rear yard adjacent to Gladding Parkway with the remaining having street
side yards. What is seen with this more traditional style of residential development is that
the use of fencing, rather than large swathes of land, is more appropriate for noise
mitigation resulting in larger and more desirable residential parcels.

Faspidih Speer

.. “_-. _.H\i I. -
2012 Gladding Parkway

2016 Gladding Parkway
Dissol ution of Redevelopm ent Agenci es/Affordable Housi ng Requirement

At the time of the original project review and approval process, the State of California
was in the process of implementing legislation to eliminate local jurisdiction’s
Redevelopment Agencies and effectively Redevelopment Agency Plans. With this in
mind, and due to the fact that the Meadowlands Project was within the prior boundaries
of the City of Lincoln’s designated Redevelopment Area, and approved with a condition
that required 15% of the units on site to meet the required affordability provisions of
California Redevelopment Law, if this requirement was still in effect post Redevelopment
Agency dissolution. The dissolution of Redevelopment Agency statewide eliminated
local Redevelopment Plans, which were the implementation tool for affordability
regulations. As such, with the only mandated affordable housing tool taken away from
the City, the project site is no longer subject to any affordability housing requirement.

Rezone

The proposed rezoning, in conjunction with the amended General Development Plan,
will re-establish a Planned Development Zoning designation for the site and include the
following two distinctive districts within this zoned Planned Development Area:

District One

District one is just over 47 acres that is identified as the Meadowlands Open Space
Preserve encompassing portions of the Markham Ravine Open Space directly west of
the developable portions of the project area. This area has been designated open space
conservation (OS-C) and will continue in its current state.
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District Two

District Two is the development portion of the Meadowlands project, which allows for
residential development with a variety of uses to create a pedestrian oriented
neighborhood based on the principle of quality single-family and multiple-family
residential master planned subdivision design, combining a mixture of densities,
substantial open space, park uses, and trail system.

General Development Plan

The amended General Development Plan serves as a zoning tool to implement the
vision and objectives of the City of Lincoln General Plan while allowing the development
flexibility of Planned Development zoning. The General Development Plan establishes a
comprehensive design framework, guidelines and development standards to ensure that
projects will be developed in a cohesive and well-planned manner that ultimately results
in an attractive, high-quality community as envisioned by the Specific Plan. The design
guidelines and development standards will be used by City staff in reviewing subsequent
development applications for individual projects/phases and guide developers, builders,
planners and designers involved in the construction of the community.

Meadowlands D evelopment Standar ds

Low Density Residential

Singl e-Family Detached

Density Range

Less than 6.0 du/ac

Minimum Lot Area 6,000 sq. ft.
Minimum Corner Lot Area 6,800 sq. ft.
Maximum Lot Coverage 60%
Minimum Lot width 50 ft.
Minimum Corner Lot Area 58.5 ft.
Minimum Lot depth 100 ft.

Medium Density Residential

Singl e-Family Detached

Density Range

6.0-12.9 du/ac

Minimum Lot Area 3,500 sq. ft.
Minimum Corner Lot Area 4,000 sq. ft.
Maximum Lot Coverage 60%
Minimum Lot width 50 ft.
Minimum Corner Lot Area 58.5 ft.
Minimum Lot depth 68 ft.

High Density Residential

Multiple Family Residential

Density Range

13.0-20.0 du/ac

Minimum Lot Area

Minimum Corner Lot Area

Maximum Lot Coverage

Minimum Lot width

Minimum Lot depth

Per Specific Development
Plan/Development Permit

Large Lot Tentative Map

The project includes a Large Lot Tentative Map that may be recorded independently of
the Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map (Attachment 4, Exhibit B). The Large Lot
Tentative Map has been designed to allow for the phasing of development based on the
Large Lot configurations proposed. The phasing plan provides for logical development
that includes all necessary infrastructure improvements to allow not only each phase to
develop independently but also lays the backbone infrastructure necessary for each
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successive phase based on each identified Phase and its corresponding residential
zoned Large Lot Parcel (Attachment 4, Exhibit C).

Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map
As part of the Meadowlands Project, the applicant has submitted an application for a
Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map, which would create the following lots:

Land Use Gross Acres | No. of Lots No. of dwelling units
Low Density 28.15 107 107
Residential

Medium Density 13.73 83 83
Residential

High Density 6.20 1 104
Residential

Neighborhood Park | 2.20 1 0
Linear Park 1.40 1 0
Open Space 49.44 3 0
Conservation &

Recreation

Water Quality Pond | 4.11 1 0
Landscape Lots 3.77 20 0
Total 109 217 294

*Future Public Road Right-of-Way is incorporated into the gross acreage for all zoning types
where applicable

92 of the low density single-family lots (herein referred to as Large Lot 4) consist of
approximate dimensions of 60'x 105’ and the remaining 15 low density lots (herein
referred to as Large Lot 1) consist of approximate minimum dimensions of 78'x109'. The
83 medium density lots (herein referred to as Large Lot 3) consist of approximate
dimensions of 50'x73’. Development standards for the 6.2 acre high density residential
parcel will be set and determined based on the type of development proposed, with
review and approval through the Specific Development Permit/Development Plan
entitlement process.

Parks and Open Space

New development within the City is required to preserve existing open space while also
providing for traditional parks. The Meadowlands project preserves through zoning and
land use restrictions approximately 50 acres of open space, mostly within or proximate
to Markham Ravine. The project also provides for an approximately 2 acre active park
directly west of Carlin Coppin Elementary School and north of the water quality pond and
a 1.4 acre linear park directly east of the outdoor storage yard of Gladding McBean
(Attachment 5, Exhibit B).

The City of Lincoln General Plan establishes a standard of five acres of parkland per
1,000 residents within any project that may be approved without a Development
Agreement, which is not required for this project.

City of Lincoln Municipal Code Chapter 17.32 has established a household population
(number of persons expected per household) for various residential densities associated
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with parkland requirement calculations. The assumed household population for Low
Density residential development is 3.6 persons per household; the assumed household
population for Medium Density Residential is 2.8 persons per household; and, the
assumed household population for High Density Residential is 1.8 persons per
household. Given that the project proposes 107 low density residences, 83 medium
density residences and 104 high density residences, it is assumed that Meadowlands
will have 805 residents at build out. Based on the calculation of the project's assumed
total household population, as described above, a total of 4.02 acres of parkland will be
required.

The project’s obligation for 4.02 acres of parkland will be partially met through the
developer’s construction of both the 1.4 acre linear park and the 2.2 acres active park as
shown on the small lot tentative map and described more fully within the Amended
General Development Plan (Attachment 3, Exhibit C, Page 2-7). After taking into
consideration total acreage of the two on-site park amenities, it appears that 0.42 acres
of required parkland is unaccounted for and needs to be addressed. Pursuant to the City
of Lincoln General Open Space and Conservation Element, in conjunction with Appendix
B: Park Requirements, non-traditional park lands may be granted partial credit if the
lands in question provide some form of recreational value at a one acre of park credit for
every 5 to 10 acres of accepted non-traditional park land.

In order to satisfy the remaining 0.42 acres of park land for the project, staff has
evaluated the proposed 3.49 acre Open Space Recreational parcel, shown as Lot 7 of
the Large Lot Map (Attachment 4, Exhibit B) and staff has found that this Open Space
Recreational parcel includes both preserved wetland features and an important portion
of the proposed trail system connecting the active parkland to the residential areas to the
south. As the open space incorporates both preserved wetland areas and an integral
part of the proposed trail system, the open space recreation parcel qualifies for partial
park credit and provides for necessary 0.42 acres of park credit at the project specific
ratio of 8 non-traditional acres to 1 park land credit acre.

Trails & Bikeways

The proposed north/south multiple use trail system that consists of al0-foot wide trail
begins at the southwest corner of the property along the Linear Park. The trail then
moves east along the south side of Gladding Parkway crossing at the C street
Intersection. The trail then runs along the east property line of the multiple family parcel
and continues along the north side of the 12" Street extension until reaching the
designated Open Space Recreational area. The trail continues north toward the
neighborhood park along the west side of the park driveway until terminating at the
southern end of the proposed Ashwood Court, which is an extension off of Ashwood
Way (Attachment 6, Exhibit B). In addition to the multiple use trail system, additional
bikeway includes NEV/bicycle lanes along Gladding Parkway and East Avenue.

Roadways and Circul ation

As shown on the Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map (Attachment 5, Exhibit B), the
current Meadowlands project includes a roadway design that provides multiple points of
access with the surrounding street system. Access includes an Ashwood Way extension,
a 12™ Street extension, an extension of 11" Street west of East Street, Gladding
Parkway connection at 10" Street and East Avenue, a northern extension of C Street
connecting 9" Street to the 12" Street extension, and an A street extension north of 9™
Street. All internal residential streets are designed to be consistent with the City of
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Lincoln requirements. Additionally, staff has worked with the applicant to bring forward a
re-alignment plan for East Avenue as part of the roadway improvements necessary for
the project in order to reduce an existing lane off-set found at the 9" Street intersection
(Attachment 5, Exhibit H). Additionally, in order to also address the east/west 9" Street
travel lane off-set along East Avenue, the project eliminates through traffic along 9™
Street west of East Avenue and introduces an Emergency Vehicle Access (EVA) to
allow for an additional access point for public safety personnel and equipment. A
secondary benefit of closing 9" Street west of East Avenue to through traffic is that it
allows for the design and construction of standard public transit turnout outside of the
travel lane to improve future access to public transit along East Avenue while minimizing
vehicle travel delays and the safety concerns normally seen when buses must stop
within travel lanes.

Gladding Parkway

Although the previous project designated approximately 5.6 acres of right-of-way for the
future Gladding Parkway project, the only requirement of the previous applicant was land
dedication with construction left to the City at a future time. At the time of project
approval, it was believed that the site circulation for the original residential development
could work independent of Gladding Parkway. Although it is not staff's intent to revisit
the previous determination regarding the need for Gladding Parkway as part of the
original subdivision design, the current project provides multiple transportation
connections along Gladding Parkway, including a portion of the trail system, which
requires Gladding Parkway to be constructed as part of any development activity on site.
The developer will receive PFE credits for the appropriate construction components as
specified in the previously approved Gladding Parkway PFE project.

As shown in the cross section Exhibit and highlighted in the General Development Plan
(Attachment 3, Exhibit C and Attachment 4, Exhibit D), the construction of the scaled
design of Gladding Parkway will occur in two phases. The first phase (or interim design)
will be constructed as part of the first residential phase of develop and will consist of one
standard travel lane and one NEV/bicycle lane in each direction with a wide center
median. At some future date when Gladding Parkway is to be extended from the western
boundary of the project site west to ultimately connect with Nicolaus Road as previously
envisioned in the 2050 General Plan Land Use and Circulation Diagram, the median will
be significantly narrowed and existing travel lanes will be redesigned to incorporate the
lanes required for a minor arterial roadway per the City's design standards. It should be
noted that both the 2012 traffic study and the current traffic study concludes that the
interim roadway design satisfies the transportation needs for the anticipated increase in
traffic generated due the Meadowlands project.

In summary, although the roadway and circulation concept has not changed dramatically
from the original project with intersecting public streets tying into the existing roadway
system, staff is confident that the re-design Gladding Parkway and construction during
development, the re-alignment of East Avenue travel lanes, and the elimination of
through traffic on 9™ Street west of East Avenue, will satisfactorily serve the
transportation and circulation needs of the future development, and improve existing
roadway conditions and possible safety concerns found in and around the project area.

On-Site Infrastructure
The project will be obligated to install the required on-site infrastructure (sewer, water,
drainage, power and gas, cable, etc.) as part of their final map and improvement plan
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approvals in compliance with the associated Phasing Plans. Water, sewer and drainage,
and dry utilities lines would connect to existing adjacent facilities, as applicable.

Off-Site Infrastructure
Construction and maintenance of public improvements serving the project are
anticipated to be funded by a variety of methods as follows:

Community Facilities Districts

Special Assessment Districts

Impact Fees and Exactions

Developer Funding

Maintenance Districts (Landscaping and Lighting District)

Floodpl ain/Water Quality

Although the previously approved project would have required the placement of fill in the
Markham Ravine’s 100-year floodplain to ensure that the future residential pads were a
minimum of 2-feet above the flood plain and the finished floor elevations were 3-feet
above the 100-year flood plain, the current proposal avoids the majority of the 100-year
floodplain. The portion of the development area of the project site in which the 100-year
floodplain occurs is currently proposed as open space and a detention basin. Although
no modification of the floodplain is anticipated, if due to the construction of the water
qguality basin adjoining the identified floodplain there are changes to the flood plain
boundaries, during the improvement plan stage the applicant would be required to
ensure that any change to the flood plain area be analyzed and documented through a
Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) and a Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) from
FEMA. Additionally if such a change should occur and place any residential structure
within a 100-year flood plain, the applicant will be required to either ensure that any
affected residential pads are a minimum of 2-feet above the flood plain and the finished
floor elevations are 3-feet above the 100-year flood plain consistent with the City's Flood
Damage Prevention Ordinance.

In addition, the project is required to reduce urban pollutants in runoff through the
construction of a water quality pond on the 4.11 acre parcel identified as Lot “C” on the
Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map (Attachment 5, Exhibit B). The project will also
prepare a Stormwater Management Plan to include the methods for funding the long
term maintenance of water quality facilities. The project will be required to dedicate all
groundwater rights to the City, and pay its fair share fee toward the funding of the
regional detention and retention facilities as calculated by the City’'s PFE fee schedule.

Lastly, as the subject property is located within the Markham Ravine watershed, which
does not have a contributing area of more than 10 square miles, as determined by the
City, this project is not subject to the urban level of flood protection regulations as set
forth in Senate Bill 5.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW:

As the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the City of
Lincoln, in accordance with Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, an Addendum
to the Final Environmental Impact Report/Initial Study and Environmental Evaluation has
been prepared that indicated that the revised Meadowlands Residential Subdivision
project is consistent with the type and intensity of land uses analyzed in the FEIR and no
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new significant impacts or substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant impacts have been identified. Furthermore, there is no new information of
substantial importance regarding impact significance, mitigation measures, or
alternatives that would require preparation of a Subsequent EIR document.

PLANNING COMMISSION PROJECT REVIEW:

On August 17, 2016, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing to
consider the revised Meadowlands project. Following its deliberations, the Planning
Commission approved Resolutions recommending City Council: approve the Addendum
to the Final EIR; approve the General Plan Amendment; adopt an Ordinance allowing for
Rezoning; adopt an Ordinance approving the amended General Development Plan;
approve the Large Lot Tentative Map; approve the Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map;
and, approve the Specific Development Plan and Development Permit for the low
density and medium density portions of the project, subject to staff's recommended
conditions of approval.

SUBSEQUENT ACTIONS:

The proposed Meadowlands project will require various actions before development may
commence. Key subsequent actions include the following:

Approval of Final Map

City approval of Final Maps is required before maps may be recorded and the parcels
shown on the Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Maps may actually be created. In
considering the Final Map, the City is primarily concerned with consistency with the
Tentative Maps.

Design Review

Architectural and site design details for the Low Density, Medium Density and High
Density residential project design will be defined by the required Design Review
entitlement process, as described in the Amended General Development Plan. The site
design details will include both hardscape and landscaping details. Approval by the
Planning Commission of the Design Review Permit will be required prior to issuance of
any building permit associated with the low or medium density residential project areas.

Specific Developm ent Plan/Developm ent Permit

Details of multiple family residential project design will be defined during the Specific
Development Plan/Development Permit and Design Review entitlement processes,
including architectural and landscaping details. Approval by the City of the Specific
Development Plan/Development Permit and Design Review will be required prior to
issuance of any building permit associated with the multiple family parcel.

CONCLUSION:

Supported by the analysis provided above, staff has concluded the proposed
Meadowlands project, with the amendments to the land use designations, zoning, and
General Development Plan, is consistent with the goals, policies and intent of the City's
General Plan. Staff has reviewed the internal design of the lots and roadways per the
Large Lot Tentative Map, Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map and the Preliminary
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Roadway/Park Driveway/Pond Access/9" Street EVA Section Exhibit and has
determined the project is well designed and will provide a positive addition and variety to
the housing options within the City of Lincoln, specifically within proximity to the
downtown core.

ALTERNATIVES:

The City Council, upon deliberation and testimony from the public, approve the Project
as presented, approve the project with amended or revised conditions of approval, or

deny the project.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The revised Meadowlands project would result in the construction of 190 new single
family homes and up to 104 multiple family dwelling units within the City of Lincoln.

CITY MANAGER REVIEW OF CONTENT:

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL FORM:

ATTACHMENTS:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Resolution 2016- (CEQA Analysis)

Exhibit A - Addendum to the Environmental Impact Report/Initial Study

Exhibit B - 2012 Final Environmental Impact Report (SCH No. 2006032003)

Exhibit C - City Council Resolution 2012-093 certifying the FEIR, approving
Mitigation Monitoring Program, adopting a statement of overriding considerations

Resolution 2016- (General Plan Amendment)
Exhibit A - Conditions of Approval
Exhibit B - General Plan Amendment Exhibit

Ordinance (Rezone)
Exhibit A - Conditions of Approval
Exhibit B - Rezone Exhibit

Ordinance (Amended General Development Plan)
Exhibit A - Conditions of Approval
Exhibit B - Amended General Development Plan

Resolution 2016- (Large Lot Tentative Map)
Exhibit A - Conditions of Approval

Exhibit B - Large Lot Tentative Map, dated July 22, 2016
Exhibit C - Preliminary Phasing Plans, dated July 22, 2016
Exhibit D - Preliminary Sections, dated July 22, 2016

Resolution 2016- (Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map)
Exhibit A - Conditions of Approval

Exhibit B - Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map, dated July 22, 2016
Exhibit C - Preliminary Phasing Plan, dated July 22, 2016
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Exhibit D - Preliminary Sections, dated July 22, 2016 !’
Exhibit E - Preliminary Grading Plans, dated July 15, 2016 e
Exhibit F - Preliminary Utility Plans, dated July 15, 2016

Exhibit G - Landscape Plans, dated May 16, 2016

Exhibit H - East Avenue Striping Plan, dated January 28, 2016

Exhibit | - 9™ Street EVA Plan, dated July 15, 2016

Resolution 2016- (Specific Development Permit/Development Plan)
Exhibit A - Conditions of Approval
Exhibit B - Preliminary Site Plan, dated July 15, 2016

567

600 Sixth Street * Lincoln, CA 95648 * www.ci.lincoln.ca.us * 916-434-2400




CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVING AN ADDENDUM TO THE FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE REVISED MEADOWLANDS
SUBDIVISION PROJECT

WHEREAS, the City of Lincoln accepted an application for the proposed project
known as the Revised Meadowlands Subdivision, on certain real property consisting of
approximately 109 acres located at the northwest corner of 9" Street and East Avenue;
and

WHEREAS, the proposed Meadowland Project includes residential, parks and
recreation, and open space land use designations. Residential land use designations
include Low Density Residential, Medium Density Residential, and High Density
Residential that will meet the future housing needs within the City; and

WHEREAS, on June 12, 2012, the City Council of the City of Lincoln certified the
Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the 2012 Meadowlands Residential
Subdivision Project (SCH2006032003), which analyzed the environmental impacts of
residential development on certain real property consisting of approximately 109 acres
located at northwest corner of 9" Street and East Avenue, attached hereto as Exhibit B,
and incorporated by this reference; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act and its
implementing regulations at 14 California Code of Regulations 15000 et seq., an
Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Report/Initial Study and Environmental
Evaluation has been prepared, attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated by this
reference, as the revised Meadowlands Residential Subdivision project is consistent with
the type and intensity of land uses analyzed in the FEIR and no new significant impacts
or substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant impacts have
been identified. The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, Alternatives Findings
and Statement of Overriding Considerations adopted as part of the Final EIR by City
Council Resolution 2012-093 are still applicable to the proposed project, attached hereto
as Exhibit C and incorporated by this reference, subject to the modified mitigation
measure language found within Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Lincoln has independently and
thoroughly reviewed and considered the Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact
Report and determined that the information contained therein does wholly, adequately
and accurately describe and evaluate the proposed project; and

WHEREAS, on the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, the
City Council, upon favorable recommendation of the Planning Commission, has
determined that an Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Report is considered
the appropriate level of documentation to satisfy the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, and no further environmental review and analysis is required
in connection with the revised Meadowlands Residential Subdivision project; and

568



WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing on this Project was held on September
13, 2016; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered any oral and written comments from
the general public, property owners, and interested parties received; and

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LINCOLN DOES
HEREBY APPROVE THE ADDENDUM TO THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT FOR THE REVISED MEADOWLANDS SUBDIVISION PROJECT, AS
FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The City Council has independently reviewed and considered the
Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Report prior to taking action on the
proposed project.

Section 2. The information and analysis contained in the Addendum to the Final
Environmental Impact Report reflects the City's independent judgement as to the
environmental impact of the proposed project.

Section 3. The City Council of the City of Lincoln hereby determines that the revised
Meadowlands Residential Subdivision project is consistent with the type and intensity of
land uses analyzed in the FEIR, no new significant impacts or substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant impacts have been identified, and that prior
the analysis contained in the originally certified EIR adequately addresses all
environmental impacts. As such, the City Council determines that the Addendum to the
Final Environmental Impact Report is the appropriate level of documentation to satisfy
the requirements of CEQA, and no further analysis is required.

Section 4. The revised The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program,
Alternatives Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations adopted as part of the
Final EIR by City Council Resolution 2012-093 are still applicable to the proposed
project, attached hereto as Exhibit C and incorporated by this reference, subject to the
modified mitigation measure language found within Exhibit A.

Section 5. The documents and other materials constituting the administrative record
of the proceedings upon which the City Council’s approval is based are located at City
Hall, 600 Sixth Street, Lincoln, CA 95648.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 13" day of September, 2016, by the following roll call
vote.

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS:
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS:

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS:

Spencer Short, Mayor
ATTEST:

Gwen Scanlon, City Clerk

569



AELIX

Environmental Planning

Meadowlands Subdivision Project

Addendum to the Environmental Impact Report/
Initial Study and Environmental Evaluation

July 2016

Prepared for:

City of Lincoln Prepared by:
Community Development Department HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc.
600 6th Street 11 Natoma Street, Suite 155 570

Lincoln, CA 95648 Folsom, CA 95630



571



ADDENDUM TO THE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (RESOLUTION NO. 00-39) FOR THE
MEADOWLANDS SUBDIVISION PROJECT

A. INTRODUCTION

The City of Lincoln (City) certified an Environmentd Impad Report (EIR) for the Meadowlands
Subdivision Project (State ClearinghouseNo. 200603200Band approved the project on June 12,
2012. Subseuently, Niemi Development Partnes (the current project applicant) propcsed
changes to the project which havebeen evauated in an Initial Study thatis included with this
Addendum to determine whether those changes would result in any new or more subsantia
impacts from thoseidentified in the prior certified 2012EIR.

This Addendum has been prepared to provide information regarding: (1) the history of the
project; (2) the purpaseof this Addendumto the certified, 2012EIR; (3) standads for adequecy
unde the Cadifornia Environmenal Qudity Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guiddines; (4) a
desaiption of the format and content of this Addendum; and (5) the current progessing
requirements fo the proposal prged.

B. BACKGROUND

The projed site is an approximately 108-aae lot in the City of Lincoln. The site is genealy
bound byGladding Road and the Gladding McBean Clay Plant to the west, Ninth Street to the
south, East Avenue to the east, and the City of Lincoln’s northern boundary to the north.

The Meadowlands Subdivision Project andyzed in the 2012 EIR included devdopment of a
mixed density residental community with open space, parks, an onsite detention basin, and a
large open space preserne overlain with a conservation eassement. Approximately 59.2 aaes of
the project site were plannel to be devdoped with the mixed-density residental devdopment
(development areg, and theremaining48.8aaes were planred to be dedicaed as an open space
presene assaiated with the segment of Markham Ravine through the projed site, referred to as
the Markham Ravine Presave. A portionof the development area would be dedicated for useas
a paking lot to seve the Gladding McBean Plant. An additional 5.6 aaes were plannal to be
dedicated to the Qy of Lincoln for thefuture dignment ofGladding Parkway.

The previoudy-approved residental devdopment included up to 313 dwdling units —
209sinde-family residential units and 104 multi-family residental units — in the devdopment
area of the project site. Additiond features of the residental devdopment included podket parks
and l.6aaes of reaediond open spae a 4-aae deentionivater qudity basin locaed in the
souhwest corng of the site, and the previoudy desaibed right-of-way corridor for the future
City project to extend Gladding Parkway through the site. The 48.8aae presene was propcsel
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to supportthe creation and presenation of wetlands as mitigation, in pat, for the loss of
wetlands and impects to vernd pool branchiopods due to the propased project. With the
additional 1.6 aaes of recreationd open space the approwed proect would provide
approxmately 50.4aaes of open spae The project footprint (area of dired impact) would be
57.6 &res.

C. OVERVIEW OF MODIFICATION TO THE PROJECT

Since the cetification of the 2012 EIR, the maiket demandhas changed to a different product
type, requiring that changes be made to the project’s site plan. Further, through consutation
with thelead federal agency, theU.S. Army Corps of Enginea's (USACE), thedevelopment area
was revised slightly to provide an additional approxmately 4.8 aaes of open spae that is
contiguousto the preserve (now referred to as the MeadowlandsPreserve). This revision to the
devdopment areawould result in the presenetion of a verna pool complex and wetland swales
that would have othewise been impacted by the project; however, it does result in the
devdopment area encroaching slightly into the souheasten portion of the previous
Meadowlands Preserve parcel thatwould havebeen avoidedunde the approved project. Basal
on the revisions to the devdopment area, the oveal projed site has been expanded by
approxmately 0.9 aae, to 108.9aaes. The development areawould be 61.7 aaes (2.5 aaes
larger than the approved project), and the Meadowlands Preseve parcel would be 47.2 aaes
(1.6aaes smallerthanthe approved project); however, as previoudy mentioned, approxmately
4.8aaes of the development area would aso be presened as recreationd open spae As a
result, the propesel project would provide approximately 52.0aaes of the project site to be
presened and mareged as open spae (1.6 aaes morethan the approved project). The project
footprint (area of direa impact) would be 57.2 aaes (approximately 0.4 aae lessthan the
approved prgea).

The residental devdopment unde the proposed modified projed includes a total of
294dwdling units (19 units less than the approved project). The dwelling units would be
comprisedof 104 multi-family units (equd to the approved project) and 190singe-family units
(a 19-unit redudion). Additiond changes under the current entitlement applicaion include
patially revising the site layout, zoning and General Plan designations;adjusing the parcel line
between the Meadowlands Presave parcd and the devdopment area; increasing the water
qudity basin by approxmately 0.1 aae (to approximately 4.1aaes), and relocaing the water
qudity basin to north of Gladding Parkway. Gladding Parkway would be constucted as pat of
the propcsel project, rather than dedicaing the entire roadway corridor to the City for future
construction. The Gladding Roadway corridor’s project footprint would be reduced from
5.6aaes to 2.0 acdes. Unde the propseal modified project, adive restaration of the
Meadowlands Presene would not be pat of the mitigation program for impacts to wetlands.
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The USACE has indicaed that becausethe parcel associded with Markham Ravine is aready
preserved through the City’s General Plan and zoning ordinance, the applicant is responsible for
providing compensaory mitigation that preserves propety that would othemise not be
presened (e.g., credits in an approved mitigation bank). Therefore, while the propased modified
project includes establisymentof the preseve, adive restoraion of the presave is not propcse.
Through coordiretion with the USACE and USRWS, the applicant has seaured credits to off s
theimpacts to vernd pod branchiopodsand will seaure credits to off s impects to waters of the
U.S.

D. BASIS FOR AN EIR ADDENDUM

The CEQA Guiddines environmenal review procedures alow for the updding and useof a
previoudy certified EIR for projects thatare diff erent from the previous projed or the conditons
unde which the project was andyzed. Sedion 15164 o0f the CEQA Guiddines states the
following with resped to an addendum b an EIR:

a) The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously
certified EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions
described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred.

b) An addendum to an adopted negative declaration may be prepared if only minor
technical changes or additions are necessary or none of the conditions described in
Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration
have occurred.

¢) An addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached
to the final EIR or adopted negative declaration.

d) The decision making body shall consider the addendum with the final EIR or adopted
negative declaration prior to making a decision on the project.

e) A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section
15162 should be included in an addendum to an EIR, the lead agency’s findings on the
project, or elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be supported by substantial
evidence.

The CEQA Guiddines identify criteria for determining whether a subsguent EIR would be
required for a project with a previoudy certified EIR. Furthe detailed andysis and public review
are required only if proposed changes to the project would require “major revisions” to the
previoudy approwed EIR because of new significant environmertal impacts or a subséantial
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increase in the severity of previoudy identified significant impacts (CEQA Guiddines
Sedion15162)

In acordance with CEQA Guiddines Sedion 15164,this Addendum has been prepared to
doamentthatthe propacsed project modificationsdo not require preparation of asubseqant EIR
unde Sedion 15162. The criteria have been reviewed and compaed against the andyses
containa in theInitial Study, as follows:

e Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

The propasal project is subsantialy similar to the project evaluated in the cetified 2012EIR.
Like the approwed projed, the propaseal projed involvesconstucting a residential devdopment
on the project site which is subsantially similar to the development areaandyzed in the 2012
EIR. While the devdopment area has been revised slightly, as previoudy desaibed in
SedionC, the oveall footprint of the propcsed project (area of direct impact) would be
approxmately 3 aaes smaller thanthe approved project. As suppotedin the andysis contained
in theacammparying Initial Study, there are no substantal changes propcsed in the project which
would resultin any new significant environmentd eff eds or a subséntial increase in the severity
of previoudy identified ggnificant effeds.

e Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR due to the invol vement
of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects; or

The circumstnces under which the proposel projed is undetaken are subsentialy similar to
thosefor the approved projed. As supporté in the andysis containal in the Initial Study, there
are no subsantial changes with respect to the circumstnces unde which the propased project is
undetaken which would result in any new significant environmernal effeds or a subsantia
increase in the severity of previoudy identified significant effeds.

e New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was
certified as complete, shows any of the following:

a) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous
EIR;
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b) Sgnificant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown
in the previous EIR;

c) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact
be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative; or

d) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation
measure or alternative.

As supportd in the analysis containal in the Initial Study, there is no new information of
subsantial importance which was not known for the 2012 EIR. Some biological mitigation
measures were revised from the 2012 EIR to caer to the speifics of the propsel modified
projed (BIO-2, BIO-3). Otherswere compo®d based on subsequet review of speial-status
species and further coordination with agendes; and the site plan and land use changes in the
propcsed modified projed. Mitigation MeasureBIO-1 will verify the original botancd survey’s
negdive findings of special statusplant spedes becausespecial statusplant species could have
potentially colonized the area since the previous survey. Though colonizaion of the area by a
speial statusplantis unlikely dueto therelatively disturbed conditons and low habitat qudity
of the season wetlands and gasshknd in the development portion of the site, a survey will

corroborate the original negative findings in the EIR, and the mitigation will supportthe
recommendaion for preconstudion surveys presented in the 2006 Biological Resoures
Assessnent prepared for the approwed project. These new mitigation meaures are not
necesstated by new impads however and there are no rew or more signifi cant impacts that were
not previoudy disclosedn the original EIR.

Mitigation Measures BIO-4 and BIO-5 were created to reduce potentialimpeacts to nesting birds
to lessthansignificant by conduding preconstuction nesting surveys. The potentialfor impacts
to nesting birds and the need for preconstuction surveys were identified in the Biologcal
Resoures Assessnent prepared for the approved project. Therefore, this is not a new or more
significant impect not previoudy disclosed.

As desaibed in Sedion D, while the appli cant would establishthe MeadowlandsPresene unde
the propsed modified project, adive restordion of the site would not occur. Rather, the
applicant is responsble for providing off-site compenstory mitigation (sud as purchasing
credits from an approved mitigation bank). The revisedmitigation (Miti gation Measure BI1O-6)
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has been developedin responseo comments from the USACE thatthe compenstory mitigation
shoutl preseve property that would not othewise be presened (e.g., credits in an approved
mitigation bank), and is not consderably diff erent from the mitigation andyzed in the 2012EIR,
because it would achieve no net loss of wetlands, would preseve additiond resouraes, and
would not reultin newimpacts.

Noneof the circumsances listedin CEQA Guiddines Sedion 15162requiring the preparation of
a subsequet EIR are present, and only minor technicd changes or additions are necessay to
updae theprevioudy certified EIR; therefore, an addendum nay be prepared.

E. FORMAT, CONTENT, AND CONCLUSIONSOF THIS ADDENDUM

The acomparying CEQA Initial Study (IS) and associded tedhnicd studies comprise
Addendumto the Meadowlands Subdivision Projed EIR. The following tedhnicd studies were
condudced in peparation ofthe aldendum andare included as gopendicesto thelS:

e Review of speies lists and hological reconreissance survegy on Septembe 24, 2015,
conduded by HELIX Environment&Planning Inc.

e Lincoln Meadowlands Revised Traffic Impact Analysis, daed December 1, 2015,
prepared by DKS.

As desaibed above the IS has been prepared to detemine whether the propcsed amendmaets to
the approwved project andyzed in the certified EIR would require major revisionsto the EIR due
to any new or more severe significant environmental impacts as compaed to thoseandyzed in
the prior cetified EIR. Changes in site design necesstated a reevaluation of the impacts for the
propsed modfied prgect.

The 2012 EIR found that the approved project could have potentialy significant impacts on
biological resouces, possibly redudng or degrading habitat for afish or wildlife species, causing
populationlevds to drop subsantialy, or otherwise affecting a biological resoure@. Mitigation
measures were identified in the 2012that would reduce the impacts on culturd resources to less
thansignificant. Other potentially significant impacts identified in the 2012EIR for the approved
project were air quaity, hydrology and water qudity, noise,transportéion, and utilities. The
EIR condudedthat cumulative impacts to the environmentcould result from the implementation
of theapprowed prged.

Theandysisin the IS indicaesthatthe propased modified project would havea significant and
unavoidableimpeact related to the generation of ROG and NOx emissibnsduring constuction of
the popose& modfied projed. Theproposal modified prged would berequired to compy with
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Mitigation Measure 4.1-1 from the 2012 EIR; however, compliance with the meaure may not
reduce theimpacts to beow a level of significance. This impact was identified in the2012EIR
and is not new or more severe than the impacts identified in the 2012 EIR for the approwed
project. No nev impads would ocur.

The precading andysisadso ndicaes that the proposal modfied prgect would havea significant
and unavoidableimpact related to constuction miseand goundoornevibration. The propced
modified prgect would ke required to comply with Mitigation Measure4.4.1 from the 2012EIR,;
however, compliance with the measuremay notreduce theimpacts bdow aleve of significance.
This impact was identified in the 2012 EIR and is not new or more severe than the impacts
identified in the 2012 HR for thegpprowed prgect. No nav impads woul occur.

The propesed modified project, because of its simil arities with the approved project, will have
similar impacts © the gprowed prgect. It will not introdu@ new or more significant impacts that
were not pevioudy discloseal in the EIR.

Thefollowing definitions ae usal in thelS:

Potentially Significant Impact: Any potentially significant impact as a result of the proposel
MeadowlandsSubdivision project tha was notprevioudy andyzed in the EIR.

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated Any potential impacts as a result of the
propsal changes to the Meadowlands Subdivision project not previously andyzed in the
catified EIR, butfoundto belessthansignificant with previoudy presaibed mitigation fromthe
EIR incorporated.

Less than Significant: Any potential impacts as a result of the proposal changes to the
Meadowlands Subdivision project not previoudy analyzed in the certified EIR, but which are
foundto be less han significant.

No New Impect: The proposel changes to the Meadowlands Subdivision project would not
result in an impact, or would result in an impact found to be equal to or lessthanthe impact
andyzdd in thecetified EIR.

F. ADDENDUM PROCESSING

The City of Lincoln Planning Department directed and supervised the preparation d this
Addendum, which has been reviewed and determined to be complete and acarate by the
Planning Department. The City has concluded, based on the acammparying IS, that an
Addendum is the appropiate CEQA compliane doaument for the revised Meadowlands
Subdivision goject.
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INITIAL STUDY AND
ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

Project Title: Meadowlands Subdivision
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Tertative Subdvision Map
Gereral Han Amendmert
Gereral Dewelopment Plan—- PD
Specific Developmert PlarfPemit — PD
Gradng ard Saundwall Pemits

Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Lincan
6006 Strest
Lincoln, CA 95648

Contact Person and Phone Number Stewe Rosser, Senor Plamer
(916) 4342470

sproser@lincolnca.gv

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: Niemi Development Patners, LLC
4120DouglasBlvd., #306534
Grante Bay, CA 95746
Tel: (916) 797-3347
Fax: (916) 7835232
Contact: Wlliam Niemi

Email: bill@ ndglc.com

General Plan Designation: Existing Zoning:

OpenSpace PS), Low Dersity Resicertial (LDR), High OpenSpace PSC), Low Dersity Resicertial (PD-LDR-5),
Dersity Resicertial (HDR), Light Indwstrial (L1), Paksand  High Dersity Resicertial (PD-HDR-20), Light Industrial
Recreatin (PR), and Public Fadlities (PF) (L1), ard Paks ard Recreatian Public (PUB)

1 INTRODUCTION

This Initial Study (1S) addresseghe Meadowlands Subdivision Project and whetherit may result
in significant effeds on the environment. The City of Lincoln (City) certified an Environmaental
Impact Report (EIR) for the Meadowlands Subdivision Project and approved the project on
Junel2, 2012 (State Cleainghouse No. 2006032003 the “2012 EIR”). Subseuently,
modifications have been propaseal to the project site bounday, site plan, and compenstory
mitigation for impacts to waters of the U.S. The propaseal changes to the approwed project are
referred to as “the proposed modified project.” Consstentwith Public Resoures Code (PRC)
Sedion 21083.3§), this IS was prepared to idertify changes in the project and effeds on the
environmern thatare spedfic to the propsead modfied project that would equire majorrevisions
to the previoudy certified 2012 HR.

ThelS is dso intendel to assessvheher any significant environmenal effeds of the propeseal
modified project are sus@ptible to subsantial redudion or avoidane by specific revisionsin the
project, by the impostion of new conditions, or by other meansin acordane with the State of
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Cdlifornia Environmantd Qudity Act (CEQA) Guiddines. If sud revisions, conditons, or
othermeans are identified, they would be imposel as Mitigation Measures and/or conditions of
approva of the project. This IS relies on CEQA Guiddines 815064 and 15064.4in its
deteminaion of the significance of environmentd effeds. According to 815064 the finding as
to whether a project may have one or more significant effeds shdl be based on subsaéntia
evidene in the record, and tha controvesy alone, without subsantial evidene of a significant
effed, does notrigger the need for an EIR.

2. PROJECT BACKGROUND

The Meadowlands Subdivision Project andyzed in the previoudy certified 2012EIR (approved
project) included development of a mixed density residential community on approximately
108aaes with open spae paks, an onsite detertion basin, and an open space presene overlain
by a consevation eassanent. Approximately 59.2 aaes of the project site were planred to be
devdoped with a mixed-density residental devdopment(development areg), and the remaining
48.8 aaes were planred to be dedicated as an open spae presene assocated with the segment
of Markham Ravine throudh the project site, thenreferred to as the Markham Ravine Preseve.
The presave was aso propael for the creation and presevation of wetlands as mitigation for
the project site’s lossof waters of the U.S. and impacts to vernd pool branchiopods A portion
of thedevelopment area was planned to ke dadicated for useas aparking lot to seve the adjacent
Gladding McBean Clay Plant, and an additional 5.6 aaes were plannal to be dedicaed to the
City of Lincoln for thefuture dignment of Gadding Parkway.

The City disaetionay adionsfor the approved project consstedof amerding the General Plan,
rezone General Development Plan to establid the zoning Specific Development Plan and
Development Permit, Tentative Subdivision Map, and adopting a Statement of Overiding
Consderation. The Notice of Preparation was released onMarch 1, 2006 and the Draft EIR was
circulated for public review and comment for a peiod of 45 days from Februay 10, 2011
throuch March 28, 2011.As previoudy mentioned, the pojed was approved on dinel2, 2012.

The project site andyzed in the 2012 EIR generally matches the site of the propsel modified
project. Since the certifi cation of the 2012 EIR, the maiket demand has changed to a different
prodwct type requiring that changes be made to the project’s site plan. Further, through
consutation with the lead federal agency, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), the
devdopment area has been revised slightly to provide approximately 7.1 aaes of recreationd
open spae thatis contiguousto the preseve (now referred to as the Meadowlands Presene).
This revision to the devdopment area would resut in the presavation of a verna pool complex
and wetland swales that would have othewise been impacted by the project; however, it does
result in the development area encroaching slightly into the souheasten portion of the
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Meadowlands Resene parcel that would lave been avoided undyr the epproved prgect. Table 1
provides acompaison ofthe gproved and pioposd modified prgect feaures.

Approved Project and Proposed M odified Project Features

Tablel

. Approve project | GBS | Difference
Description Proj ect
Units Acres | Units | Acres | Units | Acres
Summary of Project Site
Development area -- 59.2 -- 61.7 -- +2.5
Open Sece Presene - 48.8 - 47.2 -- -1.6
Total projedt site | _. 108 - 108.9 | - +0.9
Summary of Development Area
Single-family residental 209 40.4 190 41.9 -19 +1.5
Multi-family residental 104 5.2 104 6.2 0 +1.0
Public facility (water quality basin) -- 4.0 -- -1 -- -4.0
Landscagpe Lot 1.2 +1.2
S;aggglg(];:/chem Clay Plant B 08 B B B 08
%ﬁf)igsvzsgkway (puHdic road B 56 B 3.4 B 29
Parks and Open Space
Reaeationd open spae - 1.6 - 4.8 -- +2.6
Parks/linear park - 1.6 - 3.6 -- +1.8
Water qudity basin park -- -- 4.1 -- +4.1
Parks and Open Space subtotal - 3.2 - 125 - +9.7
Project footprint (area qf direct B 576 B 57 29 B 04
impact)
Total devdopment area -- 59.2 -- 61.7 -- +25

Saurces:Acreagsfor the aproved project ae from the 212 EIR. Acreagesfor the propcsed modified project ae from
the preliminary site plan datedMarch 7, 2016 preparedby TSD Engineeing, Inc.

(Notes on following page)
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Tale 1notes:

The 41-acre water quality basin being constructed under the proposed modified project is included below under “Open
space storm detention.” The land use designation would be revised under the proposed modified project, and the size of
the basinincreasedy 0.1 acre.

2Public roadright-of-way, including Gladding Paikway, is incorporatedinto the taal acreagesfor all land useswhere
applicable. The proposed modified project $1ows Gladding Pakway as2.0 acres.

SPrgectfootprint acreagesexclude the receational gpen spaceacreagesbecaise theseareasare autside o the gradng
limits for the project. Please note, the proposed modified project’s footprint acreage includes 0.5 acre of Ashwood Way
that is proposed to go throughthe receational agpenspace. It is included in the Roject footprint acreag.

Basead onthe revisionsto the devdopment area, the overall project site has been expanded by
approxmately 0.9aae, to 108.9 aaes. The devdopment area would be approxmately
61.3aaes and the Meadowlands Presave parcd would be approximately 47.2 aaes; however,
as previoudy mentionel, approxmately 4.3 aaes of the development area would aso be
presened as recreationd open spae As aresult, the propseal modified project would provide
approxmately 51.5 aaes of the project site to be presened and manayjed as open spae (2.7
aaes morethanthe approved project which would provide 48.8 aaes of preserne and 1.6aaes
of recreationd open spae). Although the total devdopment area of the propsel modified
project would be greater thanthe approved projed, with the additional recreationd open space,
the project’s grading footprint unde the propased modified project would be approxmately 3
aaes snaller than thegrading footprint of theapproved prged.

Additiond changes unde the current entittementapplicaion include patialy revising the site
layout, zoning and Genea Plan designaions; adjusing the parcel line beween the
MeadowlandsPresene parcel and the development area to acommodae therevisionsdesaibed
above redudng thetotal numberof singe-family units by 19; relocating the entire multi-family
devdopment to north of Gladding Parkway; reducing the water qudity basin by approxmately
1 aae, and relocating it to north of Gladding Parkway. As presentedin Table 1, the Gladding
Roadway corridor’s footprint would be reduced by approxmately 3.6 aaes and would be
constucted as pat of the propasal modified project, rather than dedicaing the entire roadway
corridor to the City for futureconsderation. The project would no longer includea parking lot
for theGladding McBean Clay Plant

Unde the propassed modified project, adive restaration of the Meadowlands Preseve would not
be pat of the mitigation package for impects to waters of the U.S. The USACE has indicaed
that becausethe Meadowlands Preseve parcel is already preserved through the City’s General
Plan and zoning ordinance, the applicant is responsble for providing compenstory mitigation
that preseves propaty tha would othewise not be presened. Through coordindion with the
USACE and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USRWS), the applicant has secured credits to offse
theimpacts to vernd pod branchiopodsand will seaure credits to off se impacts to waters of the
u.s
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3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
3.1 PROJECT LOCATION

The project site is located in the City of Lincoln in Placer County, California, northwest of the
intersection of Ninth Stred and East Avenue The project site is located within Sedions10 and
15, Townshp 12 North, Range 6 East on the United States Geologicd Survey 7.5-minute
“Lincoln” quadrangle. The project site falls within four Assessors Parcel Numbers: 008010
038000, 008010-041-000, 008010-045-000, and 008010-048-000.

Refer to Figure 1 in Appendix A for the project’s location in the region and vicinity, and
Figure 2 for the APN boundaies, with the development &ea and presene depicted.

3.2 PROJECT SETTING AND SURROUNDING LAND USES

The project site is an approximately 108.9aae lot generaly bound byGladding Road and the
GladdingMcBean Clay Plantto thewest, Ninth Street to the souh, East Avenueto the east, and
the City of Lincoln’s northern boundary to the north. The project site endrcles the Carlin C.
Coppin Elementay School to the north, west, and souh. Surrounding land uses include
residentdl, industial, Carlin C. Coppin Eementay School, andagriculture

The portion of the prged site to be devdoped is genedly flat and conssts of vacant,
undereloped land. The northwest portion of the site is domnated by a complex of open water,
freshwater marsh and wetlands, refared to as Markham Ravine. The remainde of the site is
characterized by gassbnds with wetlands and swdes occurring in naurd depressins
throuchoutthesite. The groundsurfaceof the site variesin elevaion from approxmately 150to
175feet above mean sealevd. A berm and block wall are located between the westen project
site bounday and the Gladding McBean Clay Plant. Refer to Figure 2 in Appendix A for an
agial map depicting the environmernal sedting at the project site.
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3.3 PROPOSED PROJECT AND MODIFICATIONS OF THE APPROVED PROJECT
3.3.1 Amendmentsto the General Plan and Existing Zoning

Existing Geneaa Plan land usedesignaions and zoning for the project site reflect the Generd
Plan designaions and zoning as propcseal in the 2012 EIR. Under the propcsed modified
project, the land use and zoning designaions would be revised. The existing and propcsel
zoningdesignations aie summarized in Table 2. Refer to Figure 3 for the poposel zoning

Table2
Existing and Proposed Zoning

. Existing Proposed_Moldified
Zoning — Project
(acres)
Low Density Residental (PD-LDR-5) 40.4 28.1
Medium Density Residertial (PD-MDR) -- 13.7
High Density Residental (PD-HDR-20) 5.2 6.2
Open Sace Consevation (OS-C) 48.8 47.2
Public Fadlity (PUB) 4.0 -
Landscgpe Lot -- 1.2
Light Industial (LI) 0.8 -
Parks and Open Space
Open SaceReaediond (OS-R) 1.6 4.8
Parks (P) and Linear Pak (LP) 1.6 3.6
Open Sace Park Storm Detention (OS B 41
PD Pak)
Parks and Open Space subtotal 3.2 12.5
Total project site 108 108.9

Saurces: Existing aaeages are from the 2012 EIR. Acreagesfor the proposed modified project are calcuated from the
preliminary site plan datedMarch 7, 2016 prepared by TSD Engineeing, Inc.

Notes:

!Public roadright-of-way, including Gladding Pakway, is incorporatedinto the taal acreagesfor all zoning typeswhere
applicable.
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3.3.2 Residential Development

The 2012 EIR analyzed constuction of up to 313 dwdling units in a 58-aae neghboriood.
This included 209sindge-family units and 104multi-family units. The multi-family units were
oriented along bothsides of Gladding Parkway, with the single-family units situated directly
north, west, and sout of Carlin Coppin Elementay School, and sout of the multi-family units
souh of GaddingParkway.

Unde the propcsed modified project, the number of singe-family residential units would be
reduced to 190(a 19-unit redudion), resulting in the constuction of up to 294residental units
(190 sinde family and 104 multi-family residential units). The site layout would be
reconfigured sothatthe 104 multi-family residertia units are locaed in the west/central area of
the project site, immedidely north of Gladding Parkway and west of ‘C’ Street. The single-
family residental units would be primarily located south of the school, to the souhern projed
limits. Fifteen of the single-family residental units would be locaed directly north of the
school. Refer to Figure 3in Appendix A for thesite plan ofthepropcsed modified prged.

3.3.3 Parking and Circulation

The 2012EIR analyzed site accessfrom Ashwood Way, accessfrom East Avenueat 12" Street,
11" Street, and Gladding Parkway (once developed by otha's), as well as accessfrom 9" Street
at B Street. Ashwood Way was proposel to be extendal through the proed site to Gladding
Parkway, and sout of Gladding Parkway, the road would continue as H-H Street. B Street
would be one block east of H-H Street, and crossstreets would provide conneetivity, alowing
northrsout throudh-access for the entire project site. A paking lot for the Gladding McBean
Clay Plant west of the projed site was proposel to be constuctedin the southwest corner of the
project site. Gladding Parkway was notplannel for constuction as part of the project analyzed
in the 2012EIR.

The propsed modified project would provide accessto the project site similar to, and adually
supeior to (because of the constudion of the Gladding Parkway segment with throudh the
project site) the approwed project, and Gladding Parkway would serve as the main access
roadway within the development. Similar to the approved project, the Parkway would enterthe
site from East Avenue at 10th Street, and extend westwad aaossthe site. The project site
would be accessedfrom Ashwood Way, East Avenueat 12" Street, 11 Street, and Gladding
Parkway, as well as accessfrom 9" Street at C Stree and A Street. Ashwood Way would extend
from its current terminus near the north eastan project site bounday, southwad through the
project site to 12" Street. C Street would be extendel from its current terminus souh of the
project site, throudh the project site where it would cross Gladding Parkway and med with
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12" Street north of Gladding Parkway. Ashwood Way and C Street would provide north-souh
access tiroudh the site.

Unde the propesed modified project, the Gladding Parkway footprint would be reduced from
5.6aaes to 2.0aaes. Rather than dedicating the Gladding Parkway roadway corridor to the
City for future constuction, the roadway would be constucted as part of the propcsed modified
project. The segment of Gladding Parkway extending from the intersection of Gladding
Parkway and C Street to East Avenue would be constucted with the single family residental
devdopment, and the future devdoper of the multi-family site would be responsble for the
constudion of the remainde of Gladding Parkway on site. As a result of this project
modification, the project would bendit by ganing direct access toGladding Parkway within the
residental development. No parking lot for the Gladding McBean Clay Plant would be
constuctedunde theproposal modiied prged.

3.3.4 Parksand Open Space

The 2012 EIR andyzed a total of 3.2 aaes of paks and open space within the propceal
residental development (1.6 aaes of park and 1.6 aaes of reaediond open space, and
approxmately 48.8aaes of open spae (Markhan Ravine Preserve), locaed in the westen
portion of the project site. Markham Ravine was plannal and will continueto be presened and
manayed as consevation open spae which was previoudy propced (in part) for the creation
and presavation of wetlands as mitigation for loss of wetlands and impacts to vernd pool
branchiopods The approved project would provide a total of 50.4aaes of open spae
(48.8aaes of Makham Ravine Presene and 1.6aaes d reaeationd open sp&e).

Unde the propcsed modified project, an appraximately 1.4-aae linear park would be locaed
aong the westen bourdary of the development area from the souten project bounday to
Gladding Parkway. The linear park would follow an existing eathen berm, and would feature
lands@ping and a trail providing pedestrian connedivity from the existing community souh of
the project site to areas north of Gladding Parkway. An approxmately 2.2-aae neghbahood
pak will be constucted abutting the northern group of propased single family residental units,
providing pedestrian access to other open space and park areas within the project site. The
approxmately 4.1 aae neighborlood open spaceassocidged with the water qudity basin would
be constucted north of the multi-family devdopment, adjacent to the Mealowlands Preserve.
An additional 4.3 aaes of the devdopment area contiguouswith the Meadowlands Preserve and
the water qudity basin pak would be dedicaed as reaediond open space Ashwood Way
(approxmately 0.5 aae) would be extendal through the recreationd open spae providing
connettivity through the site.  Amenities that may be providead in the reaeationd open space
areainclude adetached trail dong Ashwood Way and seting.
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Unde the propcsed modified project, Markham Ravine would be preserved and mareged as
consevation open spae (Meadowlands Preseve); however, the previoudy propased credion
and presenation of wetlandsas mitigation would no longerbe part of the mitigation package for
impacts to wetlands, and the adive restoraion of the preseve would not occur. As previoudy
desaibed (Sedion 2), the USACE has requested that the applicant provide compenstory
mitigation that preseves propety that would othemise not be presened (e.g., credits in an
approwed mitigation bank), rather than restoring an aready preserved propeaty. The current
project applicant does not propcse improvemens of any kind within the consevation open
spaxe

Basead onthe current projed design, the proposel modified project would provide approxmately

12.5aaes of paks and open space within the development area (3.6 aaes of park, 4.3 aaes of

recreaiond open space and 4.1aaes of open spaceassocided with the storm detention basin;

approxmately 9.7 aaes more than the approved project), and approximately 47.2 aaes of

consevation open spae (MeadowlandsPreserve; approximately 1.6 aaes lessthanthe approved

project). While the consavation open space would be reduced under the propesel modified

project, with the aditional recreationd open spae the popose modified project would provide
a total of 52.0 aaes of open spae (47.2 aaes of Meadowlands Presave and 4.8 aaes of

recregiond open spce approxmately 1.6aaes morethan thegpproved project).

3.3.5 Grading and Drainage

The project site is relatively flat; however, the majoity of the devdopmentarea of the project
site would be disturbed during site preparation and constuction. As desaibed in the 2012EIR,
the project site currently recaves stormwater run-off from three drainage pipeson the East
Avenue project bounday; swdes convey untreated off-site drainage aaossthe projed site to
Markham Ravine. A significant amountof surfacestormwder run-off enters the site from the
souhern project bounday along Ninth Street and drans through the project site into an existing
drainage swale eventually discharging into Markham Ravine. A 60-inch-diameer undeground
pipewest of the school dischages drainage into the project site from residential areas to the east
of East Avenue.

The 2012 EIR andyzed a stormdrain systemdesigned to acomnodde the existing dranage
infrastructure, and to acommodde the stormwder runoff for the rest of the site. An
approxmately 4-aae water qudity basin was propceal to be constucted in the soutwest
portionof the project site to addressstormwader runoff from areas souh of the school. Drainage
outfdls on the north area of the site were propased to containfilter systemsto treat stormwder
before discharging into Markham Ravine.

MEADOWLANDS SUBDIVISION/ CITY OF LINCOLN 9
INITIAL STUDY JuLy 2016

592



The project, asmodified, propases tomaintain thesize of thewater quality basin, only increasing
its area by approximately 0.1 aae, and relocae the water qudity basin to north of the muilti-
family development, adjacent to Markham Ravine and the project-designaed open-space The
basin would be an appraximately 4-foot-degp eathen basin, with a 1-foot degp by 1006foot long
conaete weir on the west bank of the basin. Three 12-inch-wide outfdl pipeswould dischage
to Markham Ravine, and would dran an 85" percentile storm completely in approxmately 48

hours. Flows in excessof the outfall pipe design would dischage to Markham Ravine over the
weir.

593
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4, ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORSPOTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmenal fadors checked bdow would be potentialy affeded by this project,
involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the
checklist onthe following pages.

[0  Aestletics [0 Agriculture Resairces 0 Air Quality/Greerhowse Gags
[] Biological Resairrces [] Cultural Resairrces [] Gedogy/Sdls

[1 Hazads& Hazadous Materials [1 Hydrology/WaterQuality [1 LandUse/Ramning

[1 Mineral Resairces [1 Noise [1 Population/Housing

[0 Pulic Sewices [] Recratin [] Trarsportation/Traffic

[ UtilitiedSenice Systems [0 Mandatay Findingsof Significance

5. DETERMINATION
On thebasis of theinitia evduation ha follows:

| find that the proposed project WOULD NOT hawve asignificant eff ecton the ervironmert not previously idertified
in the cettified Environmental Impact Report for the previously approved project, in accadance with Section 15164

[] of the CEQA Guidelines An ADDENDUM TO THE CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT will
be pepared

| find that the proposed projectwill resut in one or more of the conditions descritedin Section 151620f the CEQA
[] Guidelines. A SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT will be prepared

| find that the proposed projectwill resudt in one or more of the conditions descritedin Section 151630f the CEQA
Guidelines,but only minor additions or chargesto the cettified Environmental ImpactReport would be recesary to

[] adewately aply the project in the charged situation. A SUPREMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT will be prepared

Signatue Date
Printed Name Date
594
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6. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
6.1 AESTHETICS

Less Than
Potentially WSi'ltﬁnFI’frlgantt— LessThan No
Significant IeveIJ Significant New
I mpact Mitigation I mpact I mpact
I ncor por ated

Would the project:
a) Hawe asubstantia adwerse effect on a
seernc vista? m m O |

b) Subsaniadly damage scenic resouces,

induding, but not limited to, trees, rock

outcroppngs, ard historic buildings within a O O O |
state cenic highway?

c) Subsanialy degadethe existing visud
chaader or qudity of the site and its -
suroundngs?

d) Crede anewsouce of subsartial light
or glare whichwould adwersdy affed day or
nighttime views n the aea?

There are no scenic vistas in closeproximity to the project site, and there are no stat-designated
sanic roadways or highways near the project area The project site is currently undeveloped.
Sensitive visual receptors in the area includeviewers from the adjacent roadways and residenes
souh and east of the projed site, Carlin Coppin Elementay School, and the Gladding McBean
Clay Plant. A berm and block wall havebeen construt¢ed between the Gladding McBean Clay
Plant and the pojed site.

The project’s potential effects on aesthetics were evaluated in an environmental checklist
prepared for the approved project, which is included as Appendix D of the 2012EIR. Based on
thefindings in the environmenal checklist, the project would resultin noimpad to scenic vistas
or saenic resouces. The approwed projed had the potentialto result in potentially significant
impacts on the character or qudity of the site and its surounding, and potentialy adverse
impacts related to light. The 2012EIR containsmitigation to reduce thes impacts to lessthan
significant.
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Evaluation of Aesthetics

Questions A and B: No New Impact

The environmenal checklist prepared for the previoudy approwved project conduded that the
project would have noimpad on scenic vista or seenic resouces and the topic is not evauatel
furtherin the 2012 EIR. There are no scenic vistasin close proximity to the project site, and
there are no statedesignated scenic roadways or highways near the project area. Like theproject
andyzdd in the cetified 2012EIR, the propcsed modified project would involve constucting a
residental devdopment on a footprint similar to thatandyzed in the 2012EIR. Becaisethere
are no scenic vistas or seenic roadways or highways in the project area, and because the
propasad modified project is subsantialy similar to the site plan analyzed in the 2012EIR, the
propsead modified projed would not introdue any new impacts that were not previoudy
disclosed. There would be no impacts to saenic vistas or sanic resources, and nomitigation
would benecessay.

Question C: No New Impact

The environmernal checklist prepared for the previously approved project conduded that, with
mitigation, the approved project would result in less than significant impacts on the existing
visual charader or qudity of the site and its surundings, and the topic is not evaluated further
in the 2012 EIR. Development of the approved project would permanently alter the visual
character of the site from an undeveloped to a devdoped environmen. The approved project
continued the City’s street grid pattern through the project site to physically and visually tie the
project to the downtown. The andysis contaired in the 2012 EIR pointed out that unde the
approwed project, Markham Ravine would be preseved, and byconstucting the project, viewers
would gain visualaccess tothe open spae The 2012EIR includes Mitigaion MeasureAE-1 to
ensure that the development on the project site would comply with the City’s Planned
Development Guiddines in Municipal Code Chapter 18.32 and be subed to review by the
Design Review Board and the Planning Commisson and approvd by the City Courcil. A
Genaa Development Plan is required to se the zoning standads for the devdoped portion of
the project, and a Specific Development Plan and Development Permit, which guide the physical
devdopment at the projed site including architedure This impact would be consdered less
than sigificant with mitigation incoporated.

Like the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propsed modified project would involve
constuding a residental devdopment on a footprint similar to thatandyzed in the 2012 EIR.
Like the approved project, the streets of the propsead modified project are se up in a grid
patern, aeding visual and physical continuity between the rew development and thedowntown.
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Like theandyzed project, the propased modified project would al ow visual access toMarkham
Ravine in the Meadowlands Presene. Further, the proposel modfied project includes
approxmately 4.8 aaes of open spae between the school and the presave and 4.1laaes of
water qudity basin open space along the project site bounday with the preserve. Ashwood Way
would extend throuch the project-designated open spae, alowing visual access of the open
spae These undeseloped areas would provide a visual transiion between the devdoped
portions of the site and the adjacent undeveloped areas of the Meadowlands Presave. The
project would be required to comply with Mitigation Measure AE-1. Becaise the propose
modified project is subséntially similar to the site plan andyzed in the 2012EIR, the proposel
modified project would not introduc any new impacts thatwere not previously disclosed. With
the propseal mitigation, the propseal modified project would result in less than significant
impacts on the existing visual character or qudity of the site and its surounding. No new
impact would ocair.

Question D: No New Impact

The environmenal chedlist prepared for the project conduded that with mitigation, the
approwed project would result in lessthan significant impacts as a result of lighting and dare,
and the topic is not evaluated further in the 2012 EIR. Development of the approved project
would resultin an increasein night light and dare. Residentdl uses rarely have large reflective
surfaces resulting in glare, and the project site is situaedin a development environmert in which
the site and surroundng areas are arealy subged to a certain level of daytime glare. Potential
impacts associaed with glare would be less than significant. Constuction of the approwed
project would result in additional light souces. The addition of lighting from the propcsed
modified project, especially unshelded light, could result in spillover light that could adversely
affed existing and future residental uses and adjacent open spae areas. Implementdion of
Mitigation Measure AE-2 would ensurethat potential impacts from the introdudion of lighting
associded with the proposal modified project would be minimal, and the potential impacts
would bereduced to lessthan sigificant.

The residentel development of the propsel modified project is subsantialy similar to the
residental devdopment of the approved project, and would result in similar impacts associged
with glare and lighting. The propos& modified project would be required to comply with
Mitigation Measure AE-2. Furthea, the propcsed modified project includes the on-site open
spae corridor which will reduce the potential for lighting spill over on the adjacent off-site
undeveloped areas when compaed with the approved project. Becaisethe propcsed modified
prgect is subsantially similar to the site plan analyzed in the 2012EIR, the propcsel modified
project would not introduce any new impacts tha were not previoudy disclosed. With the
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propasad mitigaion, the propasad modified project would result in lessthan significant impacts
ontheexisting visual character or qudity of the site and its surroundings. No new impact would
occur.

599
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6.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Significant with LessThan
Significant Project-level Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact
I ncor por ated

No
Impact

In detemining wheher impads to
agiculture resources are  significart
emironmentd effects, lead agendes may
refer to the California Agriculture Land
Evaluaion and Site Assessment Modd
(19979 prepared by the California
Depatment of Consrvation as an optional
model to usein assessing impads on forest
reources including timbedand, are
significant environmentl effects, lea
agendesmay refer to information conpiled
by the California Department of Foredry
and Fire Protection regarding the state’s
invenbry of forestland, ncluding the Fores
and Range Asssnment Prgect and the
Forest Legacy Asesnent projed; and
forest cabon measurenment methoddogy
providedin Fored Protocds adoged by the
California Air Resouces Boad.

Would the piojed:

a) Conwert Pime Famland, Unique
Famland, or Famland of Staewide
Importane (Famland, as shown on the
maps prepaed purswant to the Famland
Mapping and Monitoring Progam of the
California Resurces Ageng/, to non
agicultural use

b) Corflict with existng zoning for
agicultural use or a Williamson Act
conrad?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or

causeremning of, foreg land [asd€inedin

Public Resources Code Sedion 1220(g)],

timbedand [as defined by Public Resources

CodeSetion4526(g)], or timbedandzoned H H N
Timbedand Produdion [as deined by

GovemmentCode Setton51104 §)]?

d) Realt in the loss of fored land or
conwersion of foreq landto nonforeg use? N N O

e) Involve other changes in the existing
emvironment which, dueto ther location or O O O
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naure, could reault in conwersion of
Famland, to nonagicultural use or
conwersion offored landto nonforeg use?

Impects to agricultural and forestry resouces were andyzed in the environmenal checklist
prepared for the project which is included as Appendix D of the 2012 EIR. No agriculturd or
forestry resoures are present in the project site; therefore, agriculturd resoures were not
andyzed in the2012 HR.

Evaluation of Agriculture and Forestry Services

Questions A — E: No New Impact

Becaisenoimportant agriculturd resources or adivities exist on the project site, the project site
and adjacent landsare not unde a Willi amsonAct contract, and noportionsof the project site
are zondl for forest land, timbetand, or timberland produdion, noimpact would occur, and no
mitigation would benecessay.
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6.3 AIR QUALITY

Less Than
Potentially Wsi,'[%nilj?gagt_ Less Than No
Significant IeveIJ Significant New
I mpact Mitigation Impact Impact
I ncor porated
Where available, the significance criteria
edablishel by the appgicable air qudity
manajement or air pdlution cortrol district
may be relied upon to make the following
deerminaions.
Would the project:
a) Corflict with or obstruct implementaton
of the gplicable air qudity plan? m m m |
b) Violate any air qudity stardad or
contibute subgartially to an existing or 5 g g -
projeded ar qudity violation?
¢) Result in a cunulatively consderalde net
increase of any criteria pdlutart for which
the projed regon is nonattainment unde
an applcable federa or state ambient air 5 5 5 -
quality stancard (induding releasng
emissons which exceed quanitative
threshddsfor ozone preaursors)?
d) Expose sensitive recepors to subgartial
pollutant concentrations? O O O |
e) Create objedionable odors affeding a
subgartial number of pegle? O O O |

Air qudlity is disaussedm Chapter4.1 ofthe2012EIR.

Evaluation of Air Quality

Questions A and B: No New I mpact

The California Air Resoures Board (CARB) is responsble for coordindion and administration
of federa and state air pollution control progams within California, and has primay
responsbility for the development of California’s State Implementation Plan (SIP). The Placer
County Air Pollution Control District (PCAPCD) is the primary agency responsble for planning

to med federa and stake ambient air qudity standardsin Placer County, and it works with other 602
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local air districts in the Sacramento region to maintain the region’s portion of the SIP for ozone.
The approwed project analyzed in the 2012EIR was compaed against thresholds of significance
recommended bythe PCAPCD. Theapprowed projed would replace existing undevelopedareas
with a residental devdopment. The useof heavy duty equipment during project constuction
would contribuie emissons of ozone precursos ROG and NOy, as well as the criteria pollutant,
CO. Grading adivities and the transportof soils would contribute to fugitive dust(PMio) and
paticle emissons(PM.5). The propesel modified project would generate emissionsof criteria
air pollutants during operation of the residental devdopment, from the use of consuner
produwcts, naural gas heaing d the residenes, use of lands@ping equipment and persorsl
vehicles. The andysis containel in the 2012 EIR found that constuction and opeaation of the
approwved project would not generate emissons of ROG, NOy, and CO in excealane of the
thresholds of significance recommended bythe PCAPCD. Constucion d the approved project
would result in PM1 emissons of approxmately 103.62poundsper day, which would exceed
the PCAPCD threshol of 82 poundsper day. This would be a significant impact, and the 2012
EIR contains Mitigation Measure 4.1-1 to reduce the impact to lessthan significant. Grading
adivities would aso generate PM2 s emissons. While the PCAPCD has notadopteda sepaate
numeica standrd for PM2s emissons, the measures to reduce PM1o emissons would aso
reduce PM25 emissons. Opeaation of the approved project would not result in PM2s or PM1o
emissons ha exceal the P@PCD threshod.

Like the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propsed modified project would involve
constucting a residental devdopment on the currently undeveloped projed site and within a
devdopment area similar to that andyzed in the 2012 EIR. Becaisethe propcseal modified
project is subsantially similar to the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the potential impacts
related to excealances of the saeening criteria thresholds se by PCAPCD would be generally
similar to thoseidentified in the EIR. However, the propsed modified project proposes a
slightly lower total numberof residental units from thatcontemplatd in the2012EIR (19 fewer
units), and the associ&ed project footprint (area of direct impact) would be approxmately 3
aaes smalle thanthe projed thatwas andyzed in the 2012EIR. As aresult, constuction and
opeation of the propased modified project would resultin slightly lessemissonsof ROG, NOx,
CO, PMes, and PMo than thoseroduced bytheapprowved prged.

The currently accepted emissons model, California Emissions Esimator Modd (CalEEMod)
version 2013.2.2,was used to quantify constuction and opeation emissions that would be
generated by the propased modified project, and compae themto current PCAPCD thresholds
Theresults of the modelsare presentedin Table 3, Maximum Daily Construction Emissions, and
Table 4, Maximum Daily Operational Emissions.
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Table 3
MAXIMUM DAILY CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

Construction Activity

Pollutant Emissions (pounds per day)

ROG NOx CO PM 10 PM2s
Site Preparation 1.33| 34.75 24.82 9.26 5.48
Grading 2.32| 54.84| 42.99 5.78 3.17
UndeagroundUtilities 0.37 7.55 6.55 0.30 0.27
Building Constuction 1.91| 26.78 28.34 2.32 1.32
Paving 0.50 9.91 9.03 0.45 0.36
Architedural Coaings 16.82 2.46 2.88 0.33 0.16
Maximum Daly Emissons| 19.23| 54.84| 42.99 9.26 5.48
2012 HR Reported Emissbons
(Table 4.14) 38.42| 81.22| 47.48, 26.07 -
PCAPCD Threshols 82 82 550 82 -

Source: CAdEEMod 20132.2 emissions modeling for the project conductedby HELIX 2016 (output data

isprovided in Appendix B).

Note: Maximum Daily Emissions do not reflect atotal of the construction adivity palutant emissions.
The maximum daily emissions for ROG occur whenbuilding construction, paving, ard architectural
caoatings overap (all threeadivities are occurring on the same day). The maximum daily NOx ard CO
emissions occur during gradng. The maximum daily PM 10 and PM s emissians occur during site

preparation.

Table4
MAXIMUM DAILY OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

Pollutant Emissions (pounds per day)

Source ROG | NOx | CO | PMw | PMzs
Summer Emissions
Area 14.38 0.28 24.01 0.48 0.48
Enagy 0.19 1.65 0.70 0.13 0.13
Mobile 8.37| 18.11| 80.23 15.92 4.46
Totd Project Emissons 22.95| 20.04| 104.94| 16.54 5.07
2012 HR Reported Emissbns
(Table 4.15) 39.61| 26.26| 217.13| 39.71 -
PCAPCD Thresholds 82 82 550 82 -
Winter Emissons
Area 14.38 0.28 24.01 0.48 0.48
Enagy 0.19 1.65 0.70 0.13 0.13
Mobile 791 20.28| 89.21 15.92 4.46
Totd Project Emissons 22.49| 22.21| 11391 16.54 5.07
2012 HR Reported Emissbns
(Table 4.15) 39.65| 38.32| 227.93| 39.87 -
PCAPCD Thresholds 82 82 550 82 -

Source: CAEEMod 20132.2 emissions modeling for the projed conductedby HELIX 2016 (output data

isprovided in Appendix B).
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Basal on the current modeling for the propsed modified project, the reduced constucion
emissbnswould reduce PM 10 emissbnsto bedow alevel of significance however, the proposel
modified project would still comply with Mitigation Measure4.1-1 of the 2012 EIR to reduce
emissons of paticulate matter With the propaseal mitigation, the proposed modified project
would result in less than significant impacts to applicable air qudity plans. The propased
modified prgect would rot introdue any new impads tha were not previously disclosed.

Question C: No New Impact

As desaibed in the 2012 EIR, westen Placer County is in norattainment of stateand federa
ozonestandads, and the Saaamentoregion is espesially prore to ozone exceedances during the
summer monts. During the high ozoneperiods, the andysisin the 2012EIR concludedthatthe
approwed project would add to the total amount of ozone precursos available for ozone
prodiction.

The analysis containal in the 2012 EIR found that construdion and ogeration of the approved
project would geneate emissons of ROG and NOy in excealance of the thresholds of
cumulative significance recommendead bythe PCAPCD. Thiswould bea significant impact, and
the 2012 EIR containsMitigation Measure 4.1-1 to redua constudion period emissons and
Mitigation Measure 4.1-8 to reduce opeaationd emissons. As discussd in the 2012 EIR,
Mitigation Measure 4.1-8 would effedively reduce operationd emissions to a less than
significant level. However, Mitigation Measue 4.1-1 would not reduce constuction period
emissbnsto levds bdow the PCAPCD cumulative threshod of 10 pownds per day. As sud,
even with mitigation, theimpact would be sigificant and unaoidable

Like the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propcsed modified project would involve
constuding a residental devdopment on the currently undeveloped projed site and within a
devdopment area simil ar to thatandyzed in the EIR. Becaisethe propcsed modified project is
subsantialy similar to the project analyzed in the 2012 EIR, the potental impacts related to
excealanes of the cumulative thresholds se& by PCAPCD would be generally similar to those
identified in the EIR. However, the propased modified project propose a slightly lower total
numberof residental units from that contemplagd in the EIR (19 fewer units), and the projed
footprint (area of direct impact) would be approximately 3 aaes smalkr than the footprint
andyzed in the 2012 EIR. As a result, constuction and operation o the propcsed modified
project would result in slightly reduced emissbonsof ROG and NOy than thoseprodiwced by the
approved project. As shownin Tables 1 and 2, the reduced constuction and opeaationd
emissons would not be bdow the levd of cumulative significance; therfore, the propseal
modified project would be required to comply with Mitigation Measures 4.1-1 and 4.18 to
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reduce ozone preaursor emissons. As with the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, Mitigaion
Measure 4.1-1 would not reduae constudion period emissbnsto levds bdow the PCAPCD
cumulative threshod of 10 poundspe day. As sud, even with mitigation, the impact is
considered significant and unavoidable However, as discussd above the propcsed modified
project’s reduced emissions would not introduce any new impacts that were not previously
disclosed.

Question D: No New Impact

The andysis containeal in the 2012 EIR found that nether constuction nor opeations would
result in significant levds of toxic air contaminants (TACSs) related to diesd particulate matter
Additiondly, the 2012 EIR found thatthe approwed project would result in lessthansignificant
impacts rdated to local increases in GO conaentrations flom increased traffic.

The reduced size of the propcsed modified projea would result in proportiond redudions to
TAC emissbnsand trips generated. Therefore, the 2012EIR condusion thatdevdopment of the
propety would have a less than significant impact on sensitve receptors would remain
applicable to the propcsed modified project. The propcsed modified project would notintroduce
any new impads that were not previoudy disclosd.

Question E: No New Impact

As detailed in the 2012 EIR, the approwed projed does notinclude any land uses that could
create an odorimpeact. The propcsed modified project includes the same types of land uses as
the approwved project. Theefore, the propased modified project would not introdue any new
impacts tha were not pevioudy disclosed.
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6.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Wsi,'[%nl'jr'gagt_ Less Than No
Significant Ie-veIJ Significant New
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
I ncor porated
Would the pioject:
a) Hawe a sulstanial adverse effect, either
directly or through halitat modificaions, on
any speies idertified as a canddae,
sengtive, or spedal status spedesin locd or
regond plans policies or regulatons, or by 5 5 5 -

the California Depatment of Fish ard
Wildlife orU.S. RshandWildlife Sevice?

b) Have asubsartial adwerse effect on any

ripaian habitat or other sendtive naura

conmunity identfied in locd or regond

plans pdicies regulations or by the m m m |
California Depatment of Fish and Wildlife

or U.S. Ash and Wildlife Srvice?

c) Hawe a swbstnid adverse effect on
fedeadly proteded wetlands as defined by
Secton 404 of the Clean Water Act
(induding, but not limited to, marsh, vemd
pool, cosstal, etc.) throuch dired renoval,
filling, hydrologcal interuption, or other
means?

d) Interfere subgartially with the movement

of any naive resident or migratory fish or

wildlife spedes or with estaldishal native

resdert or migratory wildlife carridors, or O O O |
impede the use of ndive wildlife nusay

sites?

e) Conflict with any appicable pdicies
proteding biologicd resources, sud as a
tree presrvation pdicy or ordinane@?

f) Conflict with the provisionsof anadoyied

Habitat Consrvaton Plan, Natura

Community Consevation Plan, or othe ] ] ] |
appoved locd, regonal or stat haktat

congrvation plan?
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Biological studies condwctedin supportof the 2012EIR are discussd in Chepter 4.2 of the 2012
EIR. Biologcal studes included focused botani@l surveys and assessmats of the potentialfor
onsite habitats o support spaal-status witllife species. A delineation ofwaters of the U.S. wa
also prepared for the project site and approved bythe U.S. Army Corpsof Engneers (Corps File
No. SPK-200300630 on Decembe 10, 2004,and re-verified as a preliminary jurisdictiond
detemindion onSeptenbe 29, 2010. The EIR condudedthatnine special -statusplant speies,
seven speial-status invertebrates, one special statusamphibian, one special statusreptile, six
special statusbirds, onespeial statusmammal,and four sensitive habitat communities havethe
potentialto occur in the project site. Species with the potentialto occur indudedthe federally
listed vernd pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi) and California red-legged frog (CRLF;
Rana draytonii). The USRNS was consuted and a Biological Opinion for both spedes was
issued for the gproved project on Septembe 5, 2007.

The project site was evaluated on Septembe 24, 2015 bybiologsts on staf with HELIX
Environmental Planning, Inc. (HELIX) to assess current conditions at the project site and
evaluatewhether subsantial changes to the environmenthaveoccurred sincethe findings of the
previous biologica studies. HELIX aso obtainel current listsfrom the U.S. Fish and Wil dlife
Service (USRWS), Cdlifornia Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), and the California
Native Plant Sodety (CNPS of speial-statusplant and anima species known to occur in the
project region. These lists are included as Appendix C. These current lists of regionally-
occurring special-statusspecies were compaed to the list of spesial-statusspeies evaluated in
the 2012EIR. Two speial-statusplant species, one special status species of branchiopod,one
special statusspecies of fish, and five special statusspecies of birds were included onthe current
speies lists but were not evauatal in the 2012 EIR. The following table lists eat of the
speies not evaluated in the 2012 EIR, its status,geneal habitat requirementsand potentialto
occur in the pojed site a othewise beaffeded by the proposel modiied project.
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Table5

REGIONALLY OCCURRING SPECIESNOT PREVIOUSLY EVALUATED

Species
Scientific name Status General Habitat Potential to Occur
Common name
Fish
Oncorhynchus (= Salmo) Stedhead spavn in No suitble haitat; no
. rivers and steams wih .
mykiss FT estuares, strams, o
teéhead cool, Cler water and rivers in the poject area
steeéhe Suitable substree. pol
Birds
Nestsand forages in : .
short to niddle-heght, _Swtable habitat ocairs
in the grassbnds on gke.
modeetely open Th ed
rassbnds wih enearest reported.
Ammodramus savannarum d occurrence (#8)was in
SSC scattered shrubs ad
grasshoppesparrow achy bare ground 1998 on averna
p 9 pool/grassbnd presave
Nestsare typically locaed 2.2 miés souh
domes ofgrassesat the o
of the projet site.
baseof grass clumps
Nestsin areas o
modegtely dense
vegdation, neaawater | Markham Ravine mgy
soure with semiopen provide suigble haitat.
canopies or light, and | Thenearest rgorted
exposa goundor led | occurrence (#86) was in
Melospiza melodia litter for foraging. 2005 dong Yankee
SONASDATOW SSC Closely related to Slough goproximately 5
gsp emeimgent freshwater miles nothwest of the
maishes doninated by | project site. The
tules and cattail s, my occupied marshwas
also nestm riparian within Redwing
forests and dong Presave.
vegdatdl irrigation
cands and leees.
No suitble nesting
Uses lage trees, sn@s, | habitat ocaurs on the
, . and dead-topped trees in | project site. The nearest
Pandion haliaetus SSC open forest habitats nea | reported occurrence

ospre/

large bodies ofwater for
cove and resting.

(#4469 was in 2008
where anest was placal
on awooda pole rea
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Table5

REGIONALLY OCCURRING SPECIESNOT PREVIOUSLY EVALUATED

Species
Scientific name Status General Habitat Potential to Occur
Common name
the pond aTweve
Bridges Golf Cours,
approxmately 4 miles
souhesst of the poject
site.
Markham Ravine may
providesutablenesting
and faraging habitat.
Large trees may contain
Nesting ccaurs in a nest cavities and the
variety of havitats in aqudic habitats provide
which sutablenesting oppotunities forforage
. cavities and relatively The nearest reported
Progne SUbI.S SSC open access b them ae | occurrence (#27)was in
purplematin available. Martins ae 2007 whee a nesting
foundin nealy every par was obseved
habitat where cavities nesting in the drainage
are avail able. hole ofan Highway 65
oveapass nar Rolin,
approximately 9 mies
souteast of the poject
site.
On thewest dope ofthe
Sierra Nevadafoothills, | Will not occur. The
breeds from foothil project site is béow the
woodlands b the mixed- | habitat range for this
Setophaga petechial ssc conifer zone Generally | species. Theyellow
yellow warbler occupies parian warbler is largely
vegedation n dose extirpated & abreceder
proximity to water along | in the Sacamento
streams and in we Valley.
mealows.
Plants
Possble. Marginal
: i and habitat ocaurs in the
WO”TI? brasiliensis List 2B.2 Marshe and swamps. | Markham Ravine
Brazilian watermedl
wetland omplex. Thee
are no knownrecords in
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Table5
REGIONALLY OCCURRING SPECIESNOT PREVIOUSLY EVALUATED

Species
Scientific name Status General Habitat Potential to Occur
Common name

theLincolnarea. The
nearest record is from
2002 in which te
species was obgrved in
amanmadepond
approxmately 12 mies
north ofthe pojed site.

In addition to the species evaluated in the 2012EIR, the project site contans potentially suitable
habitat for three species of birds: sorg sparow, grasshoppe sparow, purple matin; and one
speeies of plant: Brazilian watermeal.

Obsevationsmack during the site visit confirm that current conditions and habitats at the project
site havenot subsantially changed from the condtions and habitats presentedin the 2012 EIR.
The biological study area for the 2012 EIR includead an approxmately 117-aae area, with
approxmately 82 aaes of annud grassbnd, 11aaes of disturbed, and 24 aaes of Markham
Ravine complex. The verified delineation for the propssed modified projed identified 28.29
aaes of wetlands and otherwaters of the U.S. on and immediaely adjacent to the project site
(File No. SFK-200300630). The Mealowlands Presave is charaderized by annud grasskend,
disturbal areas, and the Markham Ravine complex which is a complex of wetlands and other
aqudic habitats. As desaibed in the 2012 EIR, the annual grassbnd in the preseve is
consderably more disturbed from previous grading and land uses when compaed with the
devdopment alea Thiswas aso obseved duting the Septembe 24,2015site visit.

A total of 27.9aaes of waters of the U.S. occur within thelimits of the project site. The portion
of the site propased for development is annual grassind with embedded wetlands. As desaibed
in the 2012 EIR, the grassbnd is compo®d of various grassesand forbs common in disturbed
areas. Seasoral wetlands comnonly occur in swales and depressonsin the annud grassbnd.
Unde the propcsed modified project, a portion of the devdopment area north of Gladding
Parkway would be expanded westwad and the projed would impact approxmately 1.6aaes of
the Meadowlands Preserve parcel that were not previoudy impeacted. This area supportsan
ephemerd swde and an ephemerdly inundatel portion of the Markhan Ravine complex.
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Nearby areas of the Markham Ravine complex featuring emement wetland vegetation and open
waterwould ke avoidedby the pojed.

No speial statusplantor wildlife specieswere obsaved onthe project site duringthe Septembe
24, 2015 gk vist.

Evaluation of Biological Resour ces

Question A: No New I mpact

Special Status Pants

The 2012EIR identified eight species of speial statusplantsas having the potentialto occur in
the project site and be impaded by the propcsed modified project. These speiesinclude big-
scale balsam root, hispid bird’s beak, dwarf downingia, boggs lake hedge hyssop,Ahart’s dwarf
rush,red bluff dwarf rush, legenere, and pincushon navaretia. Big-scde bdsamroot may occur
in the nonnaive grassbnd onthe site, and the remainde of the spedes may occur in seasordl
wetlands on the site. These habitats occur within the devdopment footprint on the project site,
and populationsof the species occurring within the development footprint of the project would,
if present, be impacted by project constuction as would havebeen the casewith the previoudy
andyzed project.

No speial status plants were identified during botani@ surveys conduded in 2005 in

conjunctionwith the preparation of the 2012EIR. While special statusplant surveys condwcted
in conjunctionwith the preparation of the 2012 EIR resulted in negative findings, special status
plantsmay have colonized potentially suitable habitat sincethetimethe surveys were conduded

This is highly unlikely due to the relatively disturbed conditons and low habitat qudity of the
seasond wetlandsand grassiknd in the development portion of the project site; however, dueto

the time that has passedsincethe previous surveys, preconstucion suwveys for spesial status
plantsin the devdopmentportion of the project site are necessay to verify the negdive findings
(see Mitigation Measure BIO-1 bdow). The potential for impacts to special statusplantsand the
need for preconstuction surves were identified in the Biologica Resoures Assessment

prepared for the gpproved prgect, and this$ nota new impad not previoudy disclosed.

Based on subsequet review of current lists of speial statusspecies, Brazilian watermeal was
not evaluated in the 2012 EIR, but has the potental to occur in Markham Ravine on the project
site. Unde the currently propose, modified project, approxmately 0.1 aae of Markham
Ravine complex falls within the devdopment area; however, theareais seasondly inundatedand
does not provide the aqudic habitat suitable for the species. Portions of Markhan Ravine
containingperennial, open water would not be affeded by the propcsed modified project, and
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would be protected and presaved as open spae Theefore, the propcsed modified project
would not impact Braali an watermedl, if present in Markham Ravine. No surveys for Brazlian
watemeal are necessay.

BIO-1

In the bloom season prior to grourd disturbing adivities, the project applicant(s)
shdl retain a qudified botanistto condud pratocol levd speial-status plant
surveys within the project’s development area (all areas of potential disturbance).
The timing of the surveys shdl be based onthe timein which the specia status
species with the potential to occur are identifiable. If no special-statusplants are
found during focusel suveys, the botanistshall documentthe findings in a letter
reportto USPWVS, CDFW and, the City of Lincaln, and nofurther mitigation shdl
be required.

If spedal-statusplant populationsare found, the project applicant(s) shdl consut
with CDFW and USRWNS, as appropiate depending on speies staus, to
detemine the appropiate Mitigation Measures for direct and indirect impacts on
any speial-status plant population that could occur as a result of project
implementation. Mitigation meaures may include preserving and enhanang
existing populations,creation of off-site populationson project mitigation sites
throudh sed colledion or transplntation, and/or restoring or creating suitable
habitat in sufficient quantities to achieve no net loss of occupied habitat or
individuals.

If potential impacts to special-statusplant species are likely, a mitigation and
monitoring plan shdl be devdoped before the approval of grading plansor any
groundbreaking adivity within 250feet of a spedal-staus plant populaton. The
mitigation planshdl be submtted to the City of Lincoln for review and approvd.
It shdl be submtted conaurrently to CDFW or USRPWS, as appropiate depending
on speies status,for review and comment. For Federall y-listedspecies, the plan
shdl require maintainirg viable plant populationson-site and shdl identify
avoidan® measures for any existing population(s) to be retained and
compenstory measures for any populationsdirectly affected. Possble avoidane
measures includefendng populationdeore constucion and exclusion of project
adivities from the fenced-off areas, and constuction monitoring by a qudified
botanistto keep constuction crews away from the population. The mitigation
plan shdl aso include monitoring and reporting requirementsfor populationsto
be preseved on sie orproteded orenhanced off-site.
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If relocaion efforts are pat of the mitigation plan, the plan shdl include details
on the méhodsto be usel, includingcolledion, sbrage, propagétion, receptor site
prepaation, installation, long-term protection and manayement, monitoring and
reporting requirements, and remedid adion responsbilities shoul the initid
effort fail to med long-term montoring requirements.

If off-site mitigation includes dedicaion of consevation easements, purchase of
mitigation credits or other off-site consevation meaures, the ddails of thee
meaures shall be included in the mitigaion plan, including inform&ion on
responsble paties for long-term management, consevation essanent holdess,
long-term manaement requirements,and other details, as appropiate to target
the pesenation on longterm viablepopulations.

Special Status Widlife

The 2012 EIR and supporting doaumentsidertified seven speial-status invertebrates, two
speial statusamphibians,one special statusreptile, seven special statusbirds, and one special
statusmammalas having the potentialto occur on the project site. Of thosespeies, the 2012
EIR and supportig dacumentsidentified potatia impacts to the following special status
species: verna pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi) or their habitat, westen pondturtle,
westen spalefoot toad, California red-legged frog, and westein burrowing owl. The 2012EIR
aso identified a loss of foraging habitat for Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsonii), white-tailed
kite (Elanus leucurus), and otherraptors Northem harier was identified in the biological study
prepared for the approved project as having the potentialto usethe project site for nesting (North
Fork Assogates 2006) Current listsof regionally occurring special statusspecieswere reviewed
to deemine if speies not previoudy identified as having the potental to occur could be
affeded by the project. Three spedes of birds: song sparow, grasshoppe sparow, purple
martin were not evauated in the 2012 EIR, but have the potentialto occur. Special status
speies ae discussd indvidudly bdow.

Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp

Vernd pool fairy shrimpwere foundin vernal pools totaling 0.13aae in the devdopment area
of the project site during bothwet and dry seasonsurveys condwcted for the 2012EIR in 2006
2007. The applicant consuted with the USRWS, and a Biological Opinion was issued on
Septembe 5, 2007indicaing thatthe 0.13aae of confirmedoccupied habitat within the project
site was the only confirmedoccupied fairy shrimp habitat on the site, and would be impacted by
the project. The USFWS deiemined the applicant was responsble for providing mitigation at
3:1 (acre mitigation: aae impacted) for the confirmed occupied habitat. The applicant has
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purchased 0.39aae of vernd pool presenetion credits in compliance with the Biological
Opinion.

The devdopment areaunder the propcsed modified project has been modified from the area that
was evaluatad in the 2012 EIR; however, the projed footprint (area of direct impact) has been
reduced. As desaibed above the project applicant has already mitigated for potentialimpacts to
the confirmedoccupiedfairy shrimp habitat in the project site. As aresult, nonew impact to the
species would occur. Because the mitigation for vernd pool fairy shrimp has aready been
achievald, impacts have been reduced to bdow a level of significance and no additional
mitigation isrequired.

Western Pond Turtle, Western Spadefoot Toad, California Red-Legged Frog

As desaibed in the 2012 EIR, Markham Ravine containspotentially suitable habitat for western
pond turte and CRLF. While theapprowed project would notimpact aqudic habitat in Markham
Ravine, the 2012 EIR identified that individuals of either speies could be impacted by the
approwed project if present within the constuction zone during constuction. This impact was
identified as a potentially significant impact in the 2012 EIR, and Mitigation Measure 4.2-2 is
included in the 2012 EIR to reduce potentialimpads to lessthan significant. The applicant
consuted with the USFWS in regards to CRLF on the project site. In the Biological Opinion
issued for the approved project on Septembe 5, 2007,the USRWVS found that the approwed
project is not likely to adversdy affect CRLF based onthe following: (1) potentialhabitat for
CRLF is limited to the Markham Ravine complex, which would not be affeded by the project,
and thelikelihoodfor the speciesto occur is low dueto bariers, water quality, and the presence
of predators; and (2) the project site is over 16 miles from the nearest doaumentel occurrence
No morerecently doaumentedoccurrences of the species havebeen identified within 16 mil es of
the pojed site (CDFW 2016)

The currently propcsed, modified project, would affed 0.1 aae of Markham Ravine complex
that was notprevioudy impacted This portion of the complex is seasmndly inundated and is
characterized by grassesand spikerush. It is a continuaion of a wetland swde thatextendsinto
the devdopment area of the project site. As desaibed in the CRLF habitat assessmernrepared
for the 2012 EIR (North Fork 2006) based onthe absence of prolonged surfacewater and the
minimal cover present, the swde does notqudify as suitable habitat for CRLF. Portions of
Markham Ravine contaning perennial, open water would not be affeded by the propcsed
modified project, and would be protected and presered as open spae Due to the lack of
suitable habitat present, and the low potentialfor the species to occur and be affected by the
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project, the propased modified project would not result in new or more subsantial impacts to
CRLF.

The 2012EIR identified the potentialfor westen spalefoot toadto occur in seasona wetlands
throughoutthe project site, includingin the devdopmentarea. Constudion of the project could
resultin impacts on individualsif present within the adive constuction zone This impact was
identified as apotentially significant impact in the2012EIR.

Theproposed modified project would berequired to comply with Mitigation Measure4.2-2 from
the 2012 EIR to reduce potentialimpacts to westen pondturtle, westen spalefoot toad, and
CRLF to lessthan significant. The mitigation measure as presentedin the 2012 EIR required
monitoring of constuction adivities adjacent to Markham Ravine. The mitigation meaure has
been revised slightly to more acarately address the current project design. Becaise the
propcsead modified project is subsantialy similar to the site plan analyzed in the 2012EIR, the
propasead modified project would not introduce any new or more significant impacts that were
not previoudy disclosed.No naev impad would accur.

BIO-2 Prior to commencement of constudion, the applicant/contractor shall install
orange constudion fendng adjacent to the MeadowlandsPreseave, separating the
constudion zonefrom the a/oidane aress.

During pre-constuction (including fencing installation and gading) and project
constudion, the project applicant/contrador shdl retain a qudified biologist to
monitor adivities affeding the Markham Ravine complex, and al constuction
adivities within 300 feet of the Markham Ravine complex. If necessay, the
biologist shdl relocae any CRLF, western pond turtles or westein spalefoot
toadsfound in the constuction zone during construdion adivities to a suitable
area of Markham Ravine or downstram of the project site. The appropiate
regulatory agency shdl be notified of any specia statusspecies obseved in the
constuction one

BIO-3 During project constuction, the project applicant/contractor shall retain a
qudified biologst to monitor constuction adivities affeding suitable westen
spalefoot toadhabitat in the project site. If necessay, the biologist shdl relocae
any westen spalefoot toads found in the constuction zone during construction
adivities to asuitable aea of Markham Ravine ordownstram of the poject site.
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Western Burrowing Owil

As desaibed in the 2012 EIR, the grassbnd habitat in the Meadowlands Preseve and the
propcseal devdopment area provides maminal nesting habitat for westen burrowing owl. If
present during constuction, owls may be impaded, which was identified as a potentially
significant impact in the2012EIR.

Like theapprowed projed evaluated in the 2012EIR, the propcsed modified project would result
in grourd disturbanceto the devdopment portion of the project site, and could impact burrowing
owls, if present in the avelopment footprint durhg constuction. The proposal modfied project
has a slightly smaller development footprint than the approved project, and would result in
slightly lessimpacts to potential burrowing owl habitat. The propcsed modified project would
be required to comply with Mitigation Measure 4.2-5 from the 2012 EIR to reduce potential
impacts to westan burowing owl to less than significant. Becaise the propcsed modified
project is subsantially similar to the site plan analyzed in the 2012EIR, the propseal modified
project would notintroduce any new impads thatwere not previoudy disclosaed. No new impact
would ocur.

Nesting Birds (including Northern Harrier, Song Sparrow, Grasshopper Sparrow, Purple
Martin)

The Biologca Resources Assessnment prepared in support of the 2012 EIR (Northfork
Assogates 2006) identified the potential for northern harier to use the project site for nesting,
and recommended premnstrudion nesting surveys to avoid impacts to the species. Northem
hariers were obseved on the project site during surve/s condwted in prepaation of the
Biological Resoures Assessnent (Northfork Assodates 2006) The species was notobseved
on the project site during the Septembe 2015site visit. Becaisethe proposed modified project
is subsantialy similar to the site planandyzed in the 2012EIR and suppoting technical studes,
the propassed modified projed would notintrodue any new impects to northem harier thatwere
not previoudy disclosed.No nev impad would accur.

Grasshoppersparrow may occur and may usethe grassbnd in the development portion of the
project site for nesting. Grasshoppesparow is a ground nesting species, and if present in the
devdopment footprint during constucion, individuals of this species may be disturbed and/or
killed by constuction adivities. Additiond spesies of birds, including raptors, may usetrees
and shrubswithin the projed area, and may be disturbed during constuction adivities. These
impacts ae consdered to be potatially significant. Purple martin and sorg sparow may usethe
project site for nesting, but suitable nesting habitat is limited to the Mealowlands Preserve,
which would not be impected by the propseal modified project and would be protected and
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presened as open spae Purple matin and song sparow would not be impacted by the
propsed modfied prgect.

Preconstuction nesting surveys are recommended to reduce potentialimpacts to nesting birdsto
lessthansignificant. The potentialfor impacts to nesting birds (northem harrier) and the need
for preconstuction surveys were identified in the Biological Resources Assessment prepared for
the gproved project, and this isnot a n&v impad not previoudy disclosed.

B1O-4

In orde to avoid impeacts to northen harrier or other nesting raptors, a nesting
survey shall be conduded within the project site prior to commendng with eath-
moving or constuction work if this work would occur during the raptor nesting
season (between Februay 1 and August 31). The preconstudion nesting bird
surveys shdl be condwcted no more than 14 days prior to the initiation of
eathwork or constuction. An additional survey shdl be conduwcted within
48 hours pior to mmmencement ofeathwork or constudion.

The raptor nesting surwey shall include examination of al trees on or within
300feet of the entire projed site, not just trees slated for removal, sincegrourd
vibrations and noisefrom eath-moving equipment can disturb nesting birds and
potentially result in nest abandonment. Areas within 300feet of the projed site
shdl besurveyed onfoot if accessble or from within the project site or publicly
accessble areas by saanning the surioundirg land with the aid of binoculars.
Since northen hariers are ground nesting raptors, the nesting surveys will
include systenatic walking transects of accessble, suitable nesting habitat within
300 fed of theproject site.

If nesting raptors are identified during the suneys, CDFW shdl be notified to
detemine the appropriate course of adion, aange constuction fence shdl be
install ed to establid a 300-foot radius aroundthe nest unlessa qudified biologist
deemines that a lesse distance will adequaely protect the nest (refer to
discusson bdow for more detail). If thetreeor nest islocaed off the projed site,
thenthe buffer shdl be demarcaed per the above where the buffer interseds the
project site.

The size of the nondisturbance buffer may be atered if a qudified raptor
biologist condtcts behavioral obsevationsand determines the nesting raptors are
well acdimatel to disturbance. If this occurs, the raptor biologist shdl presaibe
a modified buffer that allows sufficient room to prevent undue
disturbance/harassnent to nesting raptors. If the buffer is reduced, the qudified
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raptor biologist shall remain on site to monitor the raptors’ behavior during heavy
constuction in orde to ensurethat the reduced buffer does notresult in take of
eggs a nestlings.

No constuctiion a eath-moving adivity shall occur within the establised buffer
until it is deemined by a qudified raptor biologist that the young havefledged
(tha is, left the nest) and have attained sufficient flight skills to avoid project
constudion zones. Thistypicdly occursby August31. This date may be ealier
or later, and shdl be determined by a qualified raptor biologst. If a qudified
biologst is not hired to monitor the nesting raptors, then the full 300-foot
buffer(s) shdl be maintined in place from Februay 1 through the month of
August. Thebuffer may beremoved and work may proceal as othewise planned
within the bufer on Sepgmberl.

BIO-5 To avoid impacts on resting passeimes and othe migratory birds, a nesting
survey shdl be conduded in the project site and areas within 100feet of the site
prior to commenadng initial earth-moving (including site remedidion adivities) or
constuction work if this work would occur during the passrine nesting season
(between March 1 and Septembe 1). Areas within 100feet of the projed site
shdl besurveyed onfoot if accessble or from within the project site or publicly
accessble aeas by sa@nning the suroundng landwith the ad of binoalars.

Thepreconstuction nesting bird surweys shdl be condudedno morethan 14days
prior to the initiation of constuction. An additional survey shall be conduded
within 48 hoursprior to commencement of condructiion. If spedal-statis birds
are identified nesting onor near the project site, a 100-foot radius around all

identified adive nests shdl be demarcated with orange constuction fencing to
establii a nondisturbance buffer. If an adive nest is found off site, the
intersecting portion of the buffer thatis on site shdl be fenced. No construgion
or eath-moving adivity shdl occur within this 100-foot stakel buffer until it is
deemined by a qualified biologist that the young tave fledged (that is, left the
nest) and have atained sufficient flight skils to avoid projet constrution zones.

If common (that is, not special-status)birds, for example, red-winged bladbird,
are identified nesting onor adjacent tothe project site, a nondisturbance buffer of
75 feet shdl be establided or as othemise presaibed by a qudified biologist.
The buffer shdl be demarcated with orange construdion fendng. Disturbance
around an adive nest shdl be posponal until it is determined by the qudified
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biologist that the young havefledged and haveattained sufficient flight skills to
leave thearea.

Typicaly, mostbirds in the region of the project site are expected to complete
nesting by August1. However, in the region many spedes can complete nesting
by the end o Juneor in ealy to mid-July. Regadless, nesting buffers shdl be
maintain& until August 1 unlessa qudified biologist determines that the young
havefledged and are independent of their nestsat an ealier dae. If buffers are
removed prior to August 1, the biologist condwcting the nesting surveys shdl
prepare a report that provides details about the nesting outcome and the removal
of buffers. This report shdl be submttedto the City projed planne and CDFW
prior to thetime that buférs ae removed if thedae is bebre August 1.

Raptor Foraging

As desaibed in the 2012 EIR, the grassbnd habitat in the project site provides approximately
83 acres of marginal foraging habitat for Swainson’s hawk, white tailed kite, and other raptors
(59 acres in the development area and 24 aaes in Markham Ravine). The Staff Report
Regarding Mitigation for Impacts to Swainson’s Hawks (Buteo swainsonii) in the Centrd Valley
of California (CDFG 1994) includes compensatory mitigation for loss of potential Swainson’s
hawk foraginghabitat,with ratiosbasedon the distancefrom the nest. CNDDB recordsinclude
a nest located approximately1.5 mile from the project (CDFW 2016). The distancefrom
the project site requires0.75 acre mitigation for 1 acre of urban development. The 2012
EIR identified impactsto 59 acresof potential foraging habitatwhich would be a significant
impact,andthe proposednitigation (Mitigation Measure4.2-3) includedproviding 44.25acres
of annual grassland or other suitable raptor foraging habitat as compensatory mitigation.

The propcsed modified project has a slightly smaller footprint (area of direct impact) than the
approwed project. As aresult, the propcsed modified project would resultin permanent impacts
to 57.2aaes of potential foraging habitat, approxmately 0.4 aae lessthan the approved project.
Approximately 26.4 aaes of avoidedforaging habitat would be presaved as open space on the
project site — 21.8 aaes would be presened and protected unde a perpetual conservation
easanentin the Meadowlands Presene, and an additional approxmately 4.3 aaes would be
avoided and maintaine as recreationd open space (not including Ashwood Way). Mitigation
measure 4.2-3 from the 2012 EIR is revised to reflect the reduced compens#ory mitigaion
required as a result of the reduced impacts to foraging habitat. Similar to the original mitigaion,
the revised mitigation would reduce potentialimpacts to lessthan significant. The propcseal
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modified project is subsantialy similar to the approved project, and would notresultin any new
or mote significant impacts than tho® previoudy disclosed in th012EIR.

BIO-6

The project applicant shdl ensurethatat least 42.9 aaes of annud grasdandsor
othe suitable raptor foraging habitat are presaved within west Placer County
basad upon project impacts of 57.2 aaes (0.75 aae mitigation pe 1 aae
impacted).  This mitigaion is consstentwith mitigation prescribed in the Staff
Report regarding Mitigation for Impacts to Swainson’s Hawks (Buteo swainsonii)
in the Centrd Valley of California (CDFG 1994). The project applicant is
presaving and protecting unde a perpetual consevation easement a total of
21.7aaes of potentialforaging habitat on the site, in the Meadowlands Presave.
An additional approximately 4.3 (not including Ashwood Way) aaes would be
avoided and maintainel as recrediond open space Presavation may occur
throuch ather:

1. Onsite presenation or enhancementof foraging habitat within the propesea
open sp@eareg in consltation with e City and CDFW; or

2. Paymentof a mitigaion fee to a CDFW approved habitat development and
managementcompaty, or the City of Lincoln througha negotiated agreement
between the sad compalry or the City, the project applicant, and CDFW. The
monies will be hdd in atrustfund, and usel to devdop a mitigaion bank in
west Placer County through the purchase, monitoring, maintenace, and
remedidaion of landsin west Placer County that supportsuitable foraging
habitat for Swainson’s hawk and other raptors. These lands would become
incomporded into the mitigation bank, owned and opeated by the habitat
devdopment and maregement compatry, and proteded in perpetuity. The
lands must be within 10 miles of the projed site (consstent with the
Swainson’s hawk mitigation guidelines); or

3. Purchase of consevation eassanentsor fee title in west Placer County. This
mitigation mustoccur within 10 miles of the prgect site (consstentwith the
Swainson’s hawk mitigation guidelines).

QuestionsB and C: No New Impact

The verified ddineation for the propcsed modified project identified 28.29aaes of wetlandsand
otherwaters of the U.S. on and adjacent to the projed site (File No. SFK-200300630) A total
of 27.9 aaes of waters of the U.S. occur within the limits of the project site. The approwed
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project evaluated in the 2012 EIR would result in impads to waters of the U.S. totaing
2.75aaes of seasond wetlands, wetland swales, vernd pools and intermittent dranages within
the devdopment area and propcseal dranage fadlities Propos&l compenstory mitigaion
included the preservation of 48.8 aaes of the project site, including 0.43 aae of seasond
wetland, 0.89aae of wetland swde, and 23.7aaes of the Markhan Ravine complex, and
creation of approximately 3 aaes d aqudic features within the peseve.

The propcsed modified project would resultin impacts to 2.76aaes of waters of the U.S, which
is similar to the total impacts to waters of the U.S. identified unde the approwved project.
Impects to individual aqudic features unde the propcsed modified project vary slightly from
thoseunde the approved project dueto the modified devdopmentfootprint, and the addition of
the Gladding Parkway corridor to the propsed modified project. As desaibed in Sedion 2,
through coordindion with USACE as the lead federal agency, the site plan has been modified to
presene an approxmately 4.8-aae portion of the devdopment area thatis contiguouswith the
Meadowlands Presave. This would effedively avoid impacts to a swde and verna pool
complex (a portion of the swde would be impacted by the extensionof Ashwood Way, but
would be allowed to passunde the roadway througha culvert). The devdopment areawould
affed a portion of a swale and approxmately 0.1 aae of the Markham Ravine complex that
would havebeen avoided unde the approved projed, but likely would have sustined indirect
effeds to the hydrology as a result of upsteam impads from the developmentof the approved
project.

Mitigation measure4.2-4 from the 2012 EIR would beimplementedto reduce potentialimpacts
to lessthansignificant. The mitigation requires mitigation for impacted wetlandsat a minimum
1:1 ratio, consstentwith the City of Lincoln Open Space and Consevation ElementPolicy 5.6.
While the project applicant propcses to establsh the Meadowlands Presave, the previoudy
propcsead creation and preservation of wetlands as mitigation would no longer be pat of the
mitigation package for impacts to wetlands. The USACE has indicaed that because the
Markham Ravine is already preserved through the City’s General Plan and zoning ordinance, the
applicant is responsble for providing compenstory mitigaion that preseves property that
would othemvise not be presened. Through coordinaion with the USACE, the applicant will
secure credits to offseé impacts to waters of the U.S. With implementaion of Mitigation
Measure4.2-4 from the 2012 EIR, impeacts to waters of the U.S. would be lessthansignificant.
The propsead modified project is subsaéntialy similar to the approved project, and would not
resultin any new or more significant impacts thanthoseprevioudy disclosed in the 2012 EIR.
No newv impad would ocur.
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Question D: No New Impact

The environmerta checklist prepared for the approved project concluded thatthe project would
havea lessthansignificant impact on the migratory wildlife corridors of native wildlife nursery
sites. The project site is suroundel on three sides by urban devdopment. Markham Ravine
may provide oppatunities for wildlife movenent or may function as a native wildlife nurseay
site; however, like the approwed projed evauated in the 2012 EIR, the propcsed modified
project would not constuct bariers in Markham Ravine — rather, the establisimentof Markham
Ravine as a presene maybendit wildlife usingthearea. No significant impact would occur and
no mitigation would be necessay. Becaise the propseal modified project is subsantially
similar to the site plan andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propced modified project would not
introdue any new impads tha were not previoudy disclosed.No new impad would ocair.

Question E: No New Impact

As identified in the environmenal checkli st prepared for the approved projed, no trees protected
under the City of Lincoln’s Tree Preservation Guidelines occur within the development area of
the project site, so no protected trees would be impacted. The propsed modified project is
locaed within the sane devdopment area evaluated for the approved projed. Therefore, the
propasead modfied prgect would dso resultin no mpads  prdaeded tees.

Question F: No New Impact

No Habitat Consevation Plan, Naturd Community Consevation Plan, or otherapprowed local,

regional, or statehabitat consevation planwas in place at thetime of the 2012EIR, or has since
been approwed for the City of Linooln. Therefore, no impacts to an existing adoptedHabitat

Consevation Plan, Natural Community Consevation Plan, or otherapproved locd, regional, or

statehabitat consevation plan would occurand o mitigation isnecessay.
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6.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Wsi,'[%nilj?gagt_ Less Than No
Significant IeveIJ Significant New
I mpact Mitigation Impact Impact
I ncor porated
Would the pioject:
a) Cauwse a substantial adwerse change in the 5 a a -
significance of a historicd resurce as
definedin Setion 15064.3
b) Caue asulstantial adwerse change in the 5 5 5 -
significance of an archaeologicd resource
pursuantto Sestion 1506457
c) Diredly or indiredly degroy a unique 5 5 5 -
palemtologicd resurce or site or unique
geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including m m m |

thoseinterred ouside o formal cemeteries?

The project’s potential effects on cultural resources were evaluated in an environmental checklist
prepared for the approved project, which is included as Appendix D of the EIR. A culturd
resoures study was prepared for the approved project, and is disaussedin the environmertal
checklist.

Evaluation of Cultural Resour ces

Questions A, B, D: No New Impact

The environmertal checklist prepared for the project conduded that with mitigation, the
approved projed would resultin lessthansignificant impacts on significant historical resoures,
archaeologica resouces, or humanremains. The databaseand recrdssearch conducted for the
approved project identified no previoudy rearded prehistoric or historic-period resour@s in or
adjacent to the project area, and no properties of Native American importance on a in the
immedide vicinity of the project site. No resoures were obseved in the project area during a
pedestrian field surwy conduded for the approved project. Development of the approwved
project would involve ground disturbing adivities that could potentialy damage or destroy
previoudy undiscovered culturd resoure@s. Disturbance or destrudion d previoudy unknown
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culturd resources would be a potentially significant impact. The EIR includes Mitigation
MeasureCUL-1 to ralucethe potatial impads o less than sigficant.

Like the projea andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propcsed, modified project would involve
constucing aresidental devdopment on afootprint similar to thatandyzed in the EIR, and the
potential for disturbance or destruction of previously unknown culturd resoures would be a
significant impact. The propased modified project would be required to comply with Mitigation
Measure CUL-1 from the 2012 EIR, and the potential impact would be reduced to lessthan
significant. Because the propcsed modified project is subséntially similar to the site plan
andyzed in the 2012EIR, the propcsed modified project would not introdue any new impacts
thatwere not previoudy disclosed. With the proposed mitigation, the proposel modified project
would result in lessthan significant impacts on significant historical resoures, archaeologicd
resouces, and humarremains. No nev impad would ocawir.

Question C: No New Impact

The environmertal checklist prepared for the project conduded that with mitigation, the
approwved projed would result in lessthan significant impacts on padeonlogica resoures or
uniquegeologic features. The project site is locaed on the Riverbank Formaion unit which is
classified as “terrace deposit” and may contain subséntidl numbes or unique types of
invertebrate, plant, or vertebrate fossils or othe resouces of pdeontobgca value. Three
vertebrate discoveies havebeen macde nea the projed site, which increases the sensitivity of the
area for pdeontdogical resouras. Development of the approved projed would involve ground
disturbing adivities that could potentialy damage or destroy paleontological resources.
Disturbance or destrudion of previoudy unkrmown pdeontologcal resoures would be a
patentially significant impad¢. The EIR includes Mitigation Measure CUL-2 to reduce the
potential inpacts o less than sigficant.

Like the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propcsed modified project would involve
constuding aresidental devdopment on afootprint similar to thatandyzed in the EIR, and the
potentialfor disturbance or destruction of previously unknownpdeontobgcal resouces would
be a significant impact. The proposel modified project would be required to comply with
Mitigation Measure CUL-2 from the 2012 EIR, and the potentialimpact would be reduced to
lessthan significant. Becausethe propased modified project is subséntially similar to the site
plan andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the proposel modified project would not introduce any new
impacts that were not previoudy disclosed. With the proposel mitigation, the propcsed
modified project would result in lessthan significant impacts on paeontolodgca resources. No
new impad would ocur.
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6.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project:

a) Exposepeopk or structuresto potenia
subgartia adverse effeds, induding the risk
of loss injury, or deah involving:

i) Rupture of a known eathquake faut;,
asdelineded on the mostrecert Alquist-
Priolo Earthquale Fault Zoning Map
issued by the Stae Gedogst for the area
or based on other subgantial evidene of
a known faut? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Specal Pubicaion
42.

i) Strongsesmic ground siaking?

i) Sesmic-relaed ground failure,
induding liqudaction?

iv) Landsldes?

b) Reallt in sulstantial soil eroson or the
lossof topsal ?

c) Belocated on a gedogic unit or sdl that
is ungale, or that would become unstble as
aresult of theproject, and poertially reult in
on or off-site lands$ide, lateral spreading,
subsdene, iquefaction, or collape?

d) Be locaed on expansve soil, as defined
in Tade 181-B of the Uniform Building
Code(1994) creding subgartia risks to life
or propety?

e) Hawe sois incgade of adequéely
suppoting the use of septic tanks or
altematve wade water disposl systens
where severs are not availade for the
dispcsd of waste waer?

Potentially
Significant
I mpact

Less Than
Significant with
Proj ect-level
Mitigation
I ncor por ated

Less Than
Significant
I mpact

No
New
Impact
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The project’s potential effects on geological resources were evaluated in an environmental
checklist prepared for the gpproved prged, whichis induded & Appendix D of the HR.

Evaluation of Geology and Soils

Question A(i): No New Impact

The environmental chedlist prepared for the projed conduded that the project would have no
impact related to an Alquist-Priolo Earthquée Fault Zoneor otherknown fault. The project site
is notlocaed in an Alquist-Priolo Eathquée Fault Zong and thee are no known ative faults in
Placer County. Theseconditionswould not havechanged since the 2012EIR was certified. As
a result, the propased modified project would not introdue any new impacts that were not
previoudy disclosed. There would be no impacts from exposureof people or strudures to
groundrupture or seasmic groundsh&ing, and nomitigation would be necessay. There would
beno nev impads.

The environmertal chedlist prepared for the project conduded that, with mitigation, the project
would have less than significant impacts related to sasmic groundsh&ing or other sasmic
hazards. The project site is suscetible to sasmic grourdsh&ing dueto eathqudkes on faults
associged with the Foothills/Bea Mountains System, Coast Range-Sierran block bounday, San
Andreas, and othes. The 2010 California Residentel Building Code (Cdifornia Code of
Regulations [CCR], Title 24) includes minimum standads for building design with specific
minimum sdasmic safety requirements. Exposureof the approved project to risks associded with
sasmic grourdsh&ing or other seismic hazards is a potentially significant impact. The EIR
includes Mitigation Measure GEO-01 to reluce the impacts o less than sigficant.

The project site’s susceptibility to seismic groundshaking would not have changed since the EIR
was certified. The proposel land uses and structures are similar to thoseenvisioned unde the
approwed projed. Like the project analyzed in the 2012 EIR, the proposel modified project
would involve constucting a residentel development on a footprint similar to that analyzed in
the EIR, and exposure of the propseal modified project to risks assodated with seismic
groundsheking or other seismic hazards would be a significant impact. The propaseal modified
project would be required to comply with Mitigation Measure GEO-01 from the 2012 EIR, and
the potentialimpact would be reduced to lessthan significant. Becaise conditions related to
sasmic grourdsh&ing o other seismic hazards have not changed sincethe EIR was cetified
and the propcsed modified project is subsantially similar to the site plan andyzed in the
2012EIR, the propcsed modified project would not introducee any new impads that were not

MEADOWLANDS SUBDIVISION/ CITY OF LINCOLN 43
INITIAL STUDY JuLy 2016

627



previoudy disclosed. With the propasead mitigation, the propased modified project would result
in lessthansignificant impacts from exposureof people or structures to seismic groundsheking
or sesmic hazards. Nb new impad would ocur.

Question A(iv): No New Impact

The environmerta checklist prepared for the prgect conduded thatthe approved project would
havenoimpact related to eathquae-induced landslides. The devdopment portionof the project
siteis relatively flat with elevationsranging from approxmately 150to 175feet above mean sea
levd. The topography d the site as evaluated in the environmenal chedlist and 2012EIR has
not changed, and the propose&l modified project proposa to devdop aresidental devdopment in
a footprint similar to and smallerthan that andyzed in the 2012 EIR. Baseal onthe anaysis
containal in the environmenal checklist, the propcsed modified project would not result in
exposureof people or structures to landsldes, and the proposel modified project would not
introdue any new impads notprevioudy disclosel. No nev impad would occur.

Question B: No New Impact

The environmernta checklist prepared for the approved project concluded that with mitigation,
the approwved project would havelessthan significant impacts related to subsantial erosion or
loss of topsal. Grading and constuction adivities increase the potentialfor erosionto occur.
Subsential erosionor loss of topsal from erosion wouldbe a potentially significantimpact. The
2012 HR includes Mitigaiion MeasureGEO-2 toreduce the impacts to les than sigificant.

Like the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propcsed modified project would involve
constucting a residential devdopment in a footprint similar to thatandyzed in the EIR, and the
potentialfor erosionor lossof topsal from ground-disturbing adivities would be a significant
impad. The propcsed modified project would be required to comply with Mitigation Measure
GEO-2 from the 2012 EIR, and the potentialimpact would be reduced to lessthan signifi cant.
Becausethe propcsed modified project is subsantialy similar to the site plan analyzed in the
2012 EIR, the proposel modified project would not introdue any new impacts that were not
previoudy disclosed. With the propasead mitigation, the propased modified project would result
in lessthan significant impads related to erosion and loss of topsal. No new impact would
occur.

Question E: No New Impact

The environmertal checklist prepared for the approwed project conduded that the approved
project would have no impad associaed with soils incgpable of suppoting the use of septic

MEADOWLANDS SUBDIVISION/ CITY OF LINCOLN 44
INITIAL STUDY JuLy 2016

628



tanksor dternaive wastewater dispasd systems. The project would be seved by an onsite
saver colledion systemthatwould dischage into existing and newly construded off-site sewer
lines that connect to the City’s Wastewater Treatment Plan. NoO septic tanks or aternative
wastewater disposasystems woul beuseal as part of the gproved prgect.

Like theproject andyzed in the 2012EIR, the proposel modified project would be seved by an
on-site sewer collection system connected to the City’s Wastewater Treatment Plant. No septic
tanksor dternaive wastewater dispessd systemswould be usel; therefore, there would be no
impact associded with soils incgpable of supporting septic tanks or aternaive wastevater
dispesd systems. The propcseal modified project would not introduce any new impacts that
were not pevioudy disclosel. There would beno new impads.

629
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6.7 GREENHOUSE GASES

LessThan
- Significant
Potentially | &0 Pr oj ect- Less Than No
Significant level Significant New
I mpact Mitigation Impact Impact
I ncor porated
Would the pioject:
a) Gengate greenhouse gas emissons,
either directly or indiredly, that may hawe a -
significant impad ontheernvironment . . .
b) Conflict with an applicable plan policy
or regulation adoped for the purmpase of 5 5 a -

reduéng theemissons d greenhousegase®

Climatechange and geenhousegas (GHG) emissonsare discussd in Chapter 4.7 of the 2012
EIR.

Evaluation of Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Questions A and B: No New I mpact

Theandysiscontainal in the 2012EIR foundthat GHG emissibnsgenerated duringconstudion
and opeation of the approved project would result in a significant impact, and the 2012 EIR
containsMitigation Measure 4.7-1 to reduce GHG emissons. As discussd in the 2012 EIR,
becausethe edudions asodated with Mitigation Measure4.7-1 are not reliably quantifiable, the
impact would be sigificant and unaoidable

Like the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propcsed modified project would involve
constuding a residental devdopment on the currently undeveloped projed site and within a
footprint similar to and smallerthanthatandyzed in the EIR. Becaisethe propseal modified
project is subsantially similar to the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the potentialimpacts
related to GHG emissibnswould be geneally similar to thoseidentified in the EIR. However,
the propcsal modified project propases a slightly lower total numberof residental units from
that contemplatd in the 2012 EIR (19 fewer units), and the project footprint (area of dired
impact) would be appraximately 0.4 aae smalle thanthe footprint andyzed in the 2012 EIR.
As aresult, constuction and opeaation of the proposel modified project would resultin slightly
reduced GHG emissbnsthanthoseprodwced by the approved project. At the time of the 2012
EIR, the PCAPCD usal a Businessas Usud threshold to determine emission impacts. The
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District currently uses an emissons threshodd o 1,100MT of CO. equivalent to determine
emisson impacts. The following tables compare the proposed modified project’s annual
constuction emissons (Table 6) and annual opeationd emissions (Table 7) to thoseprojected
for the goproved prgect, and to he arrent PRCAPCD threshod.

Table 6
ANNUAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS
Construction Year CO2ze (metric tons)
2017 547
2018 597
2019 560
2020 551
2021 77
Maximum Annua Constuction
o 597
Emissbns
2012 HR Reported Emissbns 803
(Table 4.73)
PCAPCD Threshod 1,100

Source: CAdEEMod 20132.2 emissions modeling for the project conductedby
HELIX 2016 (output datais provided in Apperdix B).

Table7
ANNUAL OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

Sour ce COc2e (metric tons per year)
Area 210
Enagy 878
Mobile 2,727
Solid Waste 54
Water 50

Totd Project Emissions 3,920

2012 HR Reported Emissbns 6.637
(Table 4.74)

PCAPCD Threshold 1,100

Source: CdEEMod 20132.2 emissions modeling for the project conductedby
HELIX 2016 (output datais provided in Apperdix B).

Like the approwed project, the propcsed modified project would result in annud constuction
emissons well bdow the PCAPCD threshol level of significance. The annud opeationd
emissons of the propsed modified project would be reduced from those generated by the
approwed project; however, the reduced emissonswould not be bdow the PCAPCD’s 1,100 MT
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COee threshol levd of significance The proposel modified project would be required to
comply with Mitigation Measure4.7-1 to reduce GHG emissbns. As with the project andyzed
in the 2012EIR, Mitigation Measure4.7-1 may not reduce emissbnsto alevd considered to be
lessthansignificant. As sud, even with mitigaion, the impact is consideed significant and
unavoidable However, as discussd above, the propcsed modified projed’s reduced emissions
would not ntrodue@ any new impads that were nat previoudy disclosed.
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6.8 HAZARDSAND HAZARDOUSMATERIALS

Would the project:

a) Create asignificant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine trangort,
use or disposl of hazrdous naterials?

b) Crede asignificant hazard to the public or
the environmentthrough reaonably foreeedle
upsé¢ ard acddert conditions involving the
releese of hazardous materids into the
enmvronment?

c) Emit hazmrdous emssons or hande
haardous or aaitely hazardous materials,
subganes or wage within one-quater mile of
an «isting or proposed shool?

d) Be locaed on a site which is induded on a
list of hazardous materials sites conpiled
pursuant to Govemment Code Section 659625
and, as a reallt, would it creae a significant
hazard to the public ortheenvironment?

e) For a projed locaed within an airport land
use plan or, where swch a plan has nat been
adoped, within two milesof a public airport or
public useairport, would the project reault in a
sdety hazard for people residing or working in
the pojed area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the projed resut in a sdety
hazard for people residing or working in the
projed area?

g) Impair implemen@ton of or physicdly
interfere with an adoped enmergeng/ regponse
plan o emergengy evacuaion plan?

h) Expose pele or structuresto a significant
risk of loss injury or deah involving wildlard
fires including wher wildlandsare adacert to
urbarized areas or wher resdenes are
intermixed wih wildlands?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant with

Incor porated

No
New
I mpact

MEADOWLANDS SUBDIVISION/ CITY OF LINCOLN
INITIAL STUDY

49

JuLy 2016

633



Evaluation of Hazardous M aterials

Questions A, B: No New Impact

The environmerna checklist prepared for the approved project concluded that with mitigation,
the approved project would resultin lessthansignificant impacts related to creding a significant
hazard to the piblic from routine tensport, diposal, or accddentd release of hazardous méerials.
No existing hazadousmeaterials have been identified on theproject site. During mnstuction, olil
gasoling diesl fuel, pants, solvents,and other hazardous mateials would be usal. If spilled,
thesesubsances could posea risk to the environmert and to humanhedth. Both federa and
state laws include provisions for the sde handling o hazadous subsénces. Following
constuction, nohazardousmateials useor storaye would be expected otherthanminor amouns
of cleaning and lands@ping chemicds. The 2012EIR contains Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 to
minimize the potatial impads of haardous méerials during constuction of theproject.

Like the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propcsed modified project would involve
constuding a residental devdopment on a footprint similar to that andyzed in the EIR.
Constuction and opeation of the propased modified project would involve the use of hazardous
mateials similar to those analyzed in the environment checklist for the approved project, and
in similarly limited use The project would be required to comply with Mitigation Measure
HAZ-1. Becausethe proposel modified project is subsantially similar to the project andyzed in
the 2012EIR, the propaeal modified project would notresultin any new impacts thatwere not
previoudy disclosed. With the propaseal mitigation, the propesed modified project would result
in lessthansignificant impads related to creating a significant hazard to the public from routine
transport, diposa, or acddentd releaseof hazadous naterials. No n& impad would ocarr.

Question C: No New I mpact

The environmenal checklist prepared for the approwed project conduded that the propcsel
modified project would result in a lessthansignificant impact related to hazadousemissonsor
handling hazadous materials within one-quater mile of an existing or propsed school. The
Carlin Coppin Elementay School is locaed in the northeassten portion of the project site. As
previoudy described, the useof hazardousmateials would belimited. The risksassocigedwith
hazardousmateials exposurewould be tempoery, and the useof materials during constucion
would be limited. Following constuction, no hazardous mateials use or storaye would be
expected otherthansmal amouns of cleaning and lands@ping chemicds. Although the Carlin
Coppin Elementay School is located within 0.25mile of the propased modified project, this
limited use of hazardous mateials would result in less than significant impacts, and
implementation ofMitigation MeasureHAZ-1 would furtherreduce the impact.
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Impects assaiated with hazardous material risks at the nearby schod unde the propcsed
modified project would be similar to the impacts identified in the 2012EIR. The site conditons
have not changed, and the propseal modified project is subsantialy similar to the project
andyzed in the 2012 EIR. The proposel modfied project would result in tempoery risks
associded with hazadous mateials exposure during project constuction, and following
constucion, the useand storaye of hazardous mateials would be limited to small amouns of
cleaning and lands@ping chemicds, and implementdion of Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 would
further reduce the impact. The propasseal modified project would result in lessthan significant
impacts, and would not result in any new impacts that were not previously disclosed. No new
impact would ocair.

Question D: No New Impact

Theenvironmertal chedlist prepared for the approved project conduded tha there would be no
impact related to working on a hazardous matrials site. The Phase | Environmental Site
Assessnent prepared for the approved project (City of Lincoln 201]) indicaed that the project
site is not included on the lists of hazadous mateials sites reviewed in Govenment Code
Sedion 65962.5, oon the deabases reviewed.

The propasal modified project is locaed on the same site as the site andyzed for the approved
project, therefore, it would resultin no impacts to a hazardousmateials site. There would be no
new impads tha were nat previoudy disclosed.

QuestionsE and F: No New I mpact

Theenvironmerta chedlist prepared for the approved project conduded tha there would be no
impact related to sdety hazards associaed with airports or private airstrips. The project site is
not locaed in an Airport Land Use Plan area, and no pblic airports or private airfields are
within two miles of the project site; therefore, the project would not result in a sdety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area

The propsal modified project is locaed on the same site as the site andyzed for the approved
project; therefore, the proposel modified project would also resultin noimpads relatedto sdety
hazadsfor peopleresiding a working in the project area There would be no new impacts that
were not pevioudy disclosal.

Question G: No New I mpact

The environmertal checklist prepared for the approved project conduded that the approved
project would not modify or interfere with any emergency evacuaion routes. The approwed

MEADOWLANDS SUBDIVISION/ CITY OF LINCOLN 51
INITIAL STUDY JuLy 2016

635



project would devdop an area that is currently undeveloped,and would indude the constuction
of roads through the projea site which would give additional emergency vehicle access tothe
school. The environmental checklist conduded that the approved project would not have an
adveseeffed on energency response f@ns or &aadion plans ad thee would beno impact.

Impects assaiated with hazardous material risks at the nearby schod unde the propased
modified project would be similar to theimpacts identified in the 2012EIR. The site conditions
havenot changed in thatthe site is currently undeveloped,and the propcsed modified project is
subsantially similar to the project andyzed in the 2012EIR. As aresult, the propcsed modified
project would not havean adverse effed on ememency respong plansor evacuation plans,and
there would be noimpact. The propased modified project would not resut in any new impacts
that wee not pevioudy disclosed.

Question H: No New Impact

The environmernal checklist prepared for the approved project concluded that with mitigation,
the approwved project would result in lessthan significant impacts related to exposing people or
strudures to wildfire. Dry grassbndsare sus@ptible to wildland fires tha can movequickly in
the presence of strorg winds. While the approved project would reduce the amount of dry
grassbnd onthe project site by developing the site and introduang irrigated lands@ping, the
EIR incudes Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 to reduce risks associ@ed with wildfire to lessthan
significant.

The propesed modified project includes larger expanses of undeveloped areas thanthe approved
project — the propcsed modified project includes therelatively large block of open spacewith the
adjacent water qudity basin in the development area, both of which would be contiguouswith
the Meadowlands Presave. When dry, those areas could be sus@ptible to wildfires on the
project site. The propasead modified project would berequired to implement Mitigation Measure
HAZ-2 which would reduce the potentialwildfir e risksto lessthansignificant. As aresult, there
would beno nev impads that wee not pevioudy disclosed.
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6.9 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standads or wade
discharge requrenments?

b) Subgartially depkte groundwater suppliesor
interfere  swbstanialy with  groundwater
recharge sud tha there would be a net deficit
in aguifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g, the production
rate of pre-existing neaby wells would drop to
a level which would nat suppot existing land
uses or plannal uses for which pemits hawe
bee garted?

c) Sulstantially alter the exisng drainage
patem of the site or area, including throuch the
alteration of the couiseof astream orriver, in a
manne& which would realt in substantial
eroson a sltation on or off-site?

d) Subsgartially alter the exising drainage
patem of the site or area, including throuch the
alteration of the couse of a stream or river, or
subgartialy increasse the rate or anount of
sufacerunoff in a manne& which would reault
in floodng on- or off-site?

e) Creae or cortribute runoff water which
would exceed the cepacity of exising or
planred sormwater drainage g/stens orprovide
subgartia addtiond sources of polluted
runoff?

f) Otheawise sulstantially degade water
quaity?

g) Placehousing within a 100-yea flood hazard
area as mappel on a federl Flood Hazad
Bounday or Flood Insuiarnce Rate Map or other
floodhazard delineaton map?

h) Place within a 100year flood hazard area
structures which would impedeor redred flood
flows?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant with

Incor porated

No
New
Impact
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Less Than

Potentially Significant with LessThan No
Significant Project-level Significant New
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incor porated
i) Exposepeope or struduresto a significant
risk of loss injury or death involving flooding,
induding flooding asa result of the failure of a N I O |
leveeor dant?
j) Inundaton byseéche tsunani, or mudflow? 0 O 0 -

Hydrology and waer qudity are discussed in therevironmertal checklist prepared for the
approwed prged, which is includel as Appendix D of the2012 HR, and in Chgpter4.3 ofthe
2012 HR. A hydrology report wes prepared for the propsed modfied projea (AECOM 2016)

Evaluation of Hydrology and Water Quality

Questions A: No New I mpact

The 2012 EIR prepared for the approved project conduded that constuction of the approved
project analyzed in the EIR would result in less than significant impacts associged with the
degradaion d surfaceor grourdwater qudity. Constudion onthe project site would be subgd
to Nationd Pollutant Dischage Elimination System (NPDES) permit conditions, including
implementationof best manayementpractices which are intended to reduce potentialimpacts to
water quality to the maxmum extent practiceble, and all water qudity standadsincluded in the
City’s Stormwater Management Manual. The projed will aso be subed to all current Phasell
Small MS4 Permit requirements. Compliance with the BMPs and other regulations during
constuction would ensute thatthe projed results in lessthansignificant impacts associdged with
the degradation of suiface or grourdwater qudity. The propaed modified project would also
resultin lessthansignificant impacts associded with the degradaion of surfaceor groundvater
quality, and would also be subed to the NPDES BMPs, Small MS4 conditions, and water
quality standards included in the City’s Stormwater Management Manual. Becaisethe propcsed
modified project is subsantially similar to the projed andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propose
modified project would not introdue any new impads that were not previoudy disclosed. No
new impad would ocur.

Question B: No New Impact

As desaibed in the environmenta checkli st prepared for the approved project, recharge areas for
the aquifer systemundelying the City of Lincoln include Coon Creek, Doty Ravine, Markham
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Ravine, Aubum Ravine, Ingram Slough, and Orchard Creek stream channels. Markham Ravine
through the project site would be avoided,and would be maintainel as open spae Theandysis
condudedthatimplementation of the approved projed would not significantly alter groundvater
recharge in relation o the etire Saaamento \aley Groundwater Basin.

The project site is within the sevice area of the Placer County Water Agency which is suppled
by suiface water. The City also owns and opeaates groundvater wells to provide emergency
backup, hdp med pesk demands,and to suppkementthe PCWA surface water supply. The
avail ability of groundvater ensures thatthe City has sufficient suppl if the demandsexcee the
amountof water contracted though FCWA or the Nevadalrrigation Distict.

The propeseal modified project would constuct a residental devdopment within a devdopment
area similar to thatandyzed in the 2012EIR. While the previoudy identified Markham Ravine
Presave (now Meadowlands Presene) would be reduced slightly under the propcsed modified
project, the magjority of Markham Ravine, including areas containirg perennial surface water,
would be mantained as open spae Becaisethe propsed modified project is subsantialy
similar to the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propcsed modified project would not
introdue any new impacts that were not previously disclosed. The proposa& modified project
would resultin less han significant impacts o groundwder supples and groundwaer recharge.

QuestionsC and F: No New Impact

The 2012EIR prepared for the approved project condudedthatwith mitigation, devdopment of
the approwed project would result in less than significant impacts related to sediment and
constuctionrelated pollutantsenteiing local dranages, and an increasein thetypes and amouns
of pollutantsin stormwater rundf thatcould be dischaged to locd dranages. Developmenton
the project site would increase impervious surfaces, and change the existing undeveloped land
uses to urban in which various pollutantsassocid&ed with urban uses could occur on the project
site during project constuction and operation. There is the potential for stormwater runoff from
the site to become polluted and enter locd dranages, sud as Markham Ravine, due to the
incresse in impervious surfaces. Furthe, construdion adivities would result in grourd
disturbance which could result in the dischage of sedimentsto locd dranages from stormwder
runoff. The EIR includes Mitigation Measures 4.3-5 and 4.36 to reduce potentialimpacts to
Markham Ravine and otherlocd watemways to lessthansignificant. The approved project also
included a stormwader qudity basin within the propcsed water qudity basin to reduce the
potential br pdlutants fom the developed potion of theproject site to enter waterways.

Like the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propcsed modified project would involve
constuding a residental devdopment on a footprint similar to that andyzed in the EIR. The
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propasead modified project also includes the constuction of a water quality basin which has been
relocated to improve the effectiveness of the basin in colleding stormwaer runoff from the
devdoped portion of the site. The propced modified project would result in potentially
significant impacts similar to those identified for the approved project, and would also be
required to comply with Mitigation Measures 4.35 and 4.36 toreduce thaseimpeacts o less than
significant. Because the propseal modified project is subséntialy similar to the site plan
andyzed in the 2012EIR, the propcsed modified project would not introdue any new impacts
thatwere not previoudy disclosed. With the proposed mitigation, the proposel modified project
would result in less than significant impects related to sediment and constudion-related
pollutantsenteiing loca drainages, and an incresse in the types and amounts of pollutantsin
storm waer rundf that ould be disharged to local drainages. No new impacts woull occur.

Questions D and E: No New Impact

The 2012EIR prepared for the approved project condudedthatdevdopment of approved project

andyzed in the EIR would result in less than significant impacts related to an increase in

stormwader peak flow ratesthat would exceeal the cgpecity of stormwaer dranage systemsor
providesubsantial additiond soures of pdlutedrunoff. The analysiscontained in the2012EIR
pointed out that development of the project site would increaseimpervious areas, which could
increase the rate of surfacerunoff enteiing Markham Ravine. Development and grading would
ater the existing runoff paternsand conveyance subsequetly reducing absorptionratesin some
areas, and would alter the site’s existing drainage patern and percolationrates. The project was
designed consitentwith PCFCWCD standadsto ensurethat postdevdopmentflows would not
exacebae downstean flows and the drainage facilities were sufficient to acoommodae flows
from the project site. Asaresult, the gproved prgect resulted in less tian significant impacts.

Like the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propcsed modified project would involve
constuding a residental devdopment in an area similar to that andyzed in the 2012 EIR;
however, the projed footprint of the propased modified project (areaof dired impact) would be
approxmately 3 aaes smallerthanthefootprint of the approved project. Thepropcsed modified
project is aso required to design its dranage facilities consstentwith PCFCWCD standads to
ensure that postdevelopment flows would not exacebae downstream flows and that the
propasal dranage facilities can acommodae flows from the project site.  The water qudity
pond that would be construded unde the proposed modified project would be constucted to
release runoff from the project site slowly enoughto alow fine sedimentsto sdtle and for
wetland vegetation to uptakedislved nutrients in the runoff. The hydrology report prepared
for the propsead modified project condudedthat while the introdudion o impervious surfaces
on the project site would resultin an increase of flows within the project site, with the propsead
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drainage design, the projed would notincrease pe& flows to Markham Ravine (AECOM 2016.
Becausethe propcsed modified project is subsantially similar to the site plan analyzed in the
2012EIR, and the project footprint would be small er thanthe footprint of the approved project,
the propsead modified project would not introduce any new impacts that were not previoudy
disclosed. The propeed modified project would resultin lessthansignificant impacts related to
an increasein stormwader peak flow rates thatwould exceel the cagpacity of stormwader drainage
systemsor provide subgantial additional soures of polluted runoff. No new impacts would
occur.

Questions G and H: No New Impact

As desaibed in the 2012 EIR, the majoity of the Markham Ravine 100-yea floodplain on the
project site is proposel for open spae The approved project would placesevera homeswithin
the 100-yea floodplain as mappel by FEMA, and as a result, there would be the potentialfor
impacts to thefloodplainand strudures from theresult of flooding. The EIR containsMitigation
Measure4.34 to reduce the potentialimpacts to lessthansignificant. The propsed modified
project would avoid the majoiity of the 100-yea floodplain The portion of the devdopment
area of the projed site in which the 100-yea floodplainoccursis propcsed as open space, with a
water quality basin. As aresult, a small portion of the floodplain may be slightly atered from
constudion of the water qudity basin. The propced modified projed would result in
potentially significant impads similar to thoseidentified for the approved project, and would
also be required to comply with Mitigation Measure 4.3-4 to reduce those impacts to lessthan
significant. Because the propseal modified project is subsaéntialy similar to the site plan
andyzed in the 2012EIR, the propcsed modified project would not introdue any new impacts
thatwere not previoudy disclosed. With the proposed mitigation, the proposel modified project
would result in lessthan significant impacts related to placing housng within a 100-yea flood
hazard area or pladng structures that would impede or redirect flows. No new impacts would
occur.

Question I: No New I mpact

As desaibed in the environmenté checklist prepared for the approved projed, there are no dams
or levees within close proximity to the project site, and the project site is not within an area of
dam failure inundation. There would be no impact related to significant risk of loss injury, or
death involving flooding as a result of dam failure inundationor levee failure for the propced
modified project which would be constucted on the same project site analyzed in the 2012EIR.
There would ke no nev impad.
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Question J: No New Impact

As desaibed in the environmenté checkli st prepared for the approved projed, the project site is
not located nea a lake or other surfacewater body a an areain which a sache tsunamj or
mudflow could directly or indirectly affed thesite. As aresult, there would be noimpact for the
propasead modified project which would be constucted on the same project site andyzed in the
2012 HR. Therewould beno nev impad.

642
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6.10 LAND USE AND PLANNING

LessThan
Potentially Significant with Less Than No
Significant Project-level Significant New
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incor porated
Would the project:
a) Physically divide a egablished conmunity? [ O O u

b) Corflict with any appicable land use plan,

policy, or regulaton of an ageng with

jurisdction over the projed (including, but not

limited to the geneal plan speific plan, local [ 0 [ =
coastal program, or zoning ordinarce) adoped

for the pumpose of awiding or mitigating an

envronment effed?

c) Conflict with any appicable haltat
congrvation plan or nawural community [ 0 [
congrvation plan?

Land use and plannirg are discussd in the environmenth checklist prepared for the approwed
project, which is nduded as Appendix D of the2012 HR.

Evaluation of Land Use and Planning

Question A: No New I mpact

The environmertal checklist prepared for the approwed project conduded that the approved
project would not physically divide an established community. The project site is undeveloped
and is bordeed by Gladding Parkway and Gladding McBean Clay Plant on the west, Ninth
Street and residential developmentson the sout, and East Avenue and the Grove Subdivisionon
the east. The City of Lincoln’s current northern boundary abuts the project sites northern
bounday. The prged site endrclesthe Carlin C. Coppin Elementay School to the north, west,
and souh. Becaise the project site is undeveloped,development on the site would not divide an
establidyed community. Rather, the environmenal checklist notes that the propcseal stred
system would improve connetivity to the downtown and the sdhool, and would improve
circulation and access to the existing residental subdvision northeast of the school. The
propcseal, modified projed would involve constucting a residental development on the sane
project site andyzed in the 2012EIR. As aresult, the propased modified project also would not
physicdly divide an establishel community. The propased modified project’s internal roadway
network is simil ar to the gproved project, and would still improveconnectivity to the downtown
and the school. Constuction of the propcsed modified project would not resultin changes that
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would require major revisions to the EIR, or new or more significant effeds than those
previoudy idertified in the EIR.

Question B: No New Impact

The environmertal checklist prepared for the approwved project conduded that the approved
project would not conflict with the General Plan or Redevelopment Ageng requirements The
Genga Plan and Zoning Maps were modified as pat of the approved project to reflect the
appropiate land uses and zonings basad on the approved project design. This included
recrediond land uses at the podket parks, high-density residential adjacent to both sides of
Gladding Parkway, light indudrial at the location of the parking lot, public facilities at the water
qudity basin, and lowdensity residental throughout the remainde of thedevelopment portion of
the project site. The approved project was found to be consstentwith General Plan Land Use
Element Policies for new residental development (Policies LU-2.6 through 2.10)
Approximately 133 singe family and 104 multi-family units would be locaed in the
Redevdopment Project Areg which requires the project provide 15 percent aff ordable units
associged with new development in the RedevdopmentProject Area The approved project
included 36 affordable units; 60 percent (21 units) of which would be affordable to mocdkerate
incomehouséolds (120 percent or lessof median incomeadjusied for houséold size), and 40
percent (14 units) of which would be affordable to low and very low income houséolds (80
percent or less of median income adjusted for housdold size), in compliance with the
Redevdopment Agency requirements RedevdopmentAgendes were ended in 2012; which
eliminaed Redevdopment Project Areas and the mandaory 15 percent affordable units. Thus,
the Redevdopment Project Areaand associatediffordable housing requirementsas described in
the 2012EIR nolonger apply to the current projed. Rather, consistentwith the current General
Plan HousingElement, there are no aff ordable housig requirementsfor the propsed modified
project.

The propcseal modified project would require revisionsto the General Plan and Zoning Mapsto
reflect the current project design. The current zoning designationson the project site are: Open
Space Consevation (OS-C), Plannael Development Low Density Residential (PD-LDR-5),
Plannal Development High Density Residental (PD-HDR-20), Parks and Reaeation Public
Fadlities (PUB), Park (P), and Light Industial (LI1). Under the propesed modified project, the
zoning designations would be OSC, PD-LDR-5, Plannel Development Medium Density
Residental (PD-MDR), PD-HDR-20, Open Space Reaedion (OS-R), Open Space —Storm
Detention (OS-PD), and Linea Park (LP) (refer to Table 2 in Sedion 33.1). The project site
would be rezond to reflec the current site plan and the General Plan would be amendel to
reflect therevised land uses.
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Unde the propsed modified project, the devdopment area would be expanded by
approxmately 2.5 aaes, and would patially encroach into the Meadowlands Presave parcel,
currently zoned OS-C (refer to Sedion 2 for a desaiption of the modificationsto the project).
These areas are propased to be devdoped with multi-family residental and the water quality
basin land uses, and would be rezonal as PD-HDR-20 and OSP. While approximately
1.6aaes of the Mealowlands Presave pacd would be revised to different land uses, the
propcsead modified projec would dedicae an approximately 4.8-ace area beween the
Meadowlands Presene and the school as OSR, resultng in a net gain of approximately 2.6
aaes of open spacewhen compaed with the approved project. Public land uses (the water
qudity basin) previoudy zoned as RUB would bezoned as OSSD.

The genea land uses and zoning designaions unde the propcsed modified project would be
similar to or the same as those andyzed for the approved projed, athough the propcseal
modified project would not include LI becaise the current project design does notincludethe
GladdingMcBean Clay Plant parking lot. The proposel modified project would also involve the
addition of a subsaéntia portion of open space on the devdopment portion of the project site,
which was notprevioudy included.

The propcsed, modified project is subsaéntialy similar to the approved projed andyzed in the
2012EIR. As such, the proposed modified projed would be consstentwith the General Plan
Land Use Element Policies. The propcsed modified project includes a variety of housng
choices, including low and high density units, which would provide a variety of residental land
uses to med the future needs of the City (Policy LU 2.8). The project site is situated adjacent to
existing residentl devdopment, which would encourage contiguous devdopment and
compatibk land uses (Policy LU 2.7). The City and applicant would promote flexibility and
innovation in residental land use throudh the use of a Specific Development Plan (Policy
LU 2.8). Theproject site is locaed approxmately 2.8 milesfrom the Lincoln Regional Airport,
outsde of Placer County Airport Land Use Compatiblity Plan (ALUCP) boundaies. As a
result, the project site is not subpd to ALUCP ovesight or its density and/or userestrictions
(Policy LU 2.10.

Although the propassed modified project would require an amendment to the City of Lincoln’s
Genga Plan, and adopted zoning ordinances, and would require approvd of a Genera
Development Plan, the project does notconflict with any land useplan, policy or regulation that
was adoptedto avoid or mitigate environmertal effeds. Confomity with the City of Lincoln’s
land usepolicies and guiddines ensures that the propcsed modified project represents a logical
patern of growth with regardsto the existing surroundingland uses and the avail ability of public
savices and utilities. The project is consstentwith the City’s Housing Element. The propcel
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modified project would resultin no impacts, and would not result in any new impacts thatwere
not prevzioudy disclosed.

Question C: No New Impact

The environmertal checklist prepared for the approved project conduded that the approved
project would have no impact on the provision of adoptedHabitat Consevation Plans, Natural
Consevation Community Plans,or otherapprowed locd, regional, or stake habitat conservation
plans. At the time of preparation d the 2012 EIR, no planscovering the project site had been
approwed. Placer Countyis currently working ona Habitat Consevation Plan and the propcseal
modified project is consstentwith the prdiminary drafts, maps,and other doaumentsreleaseal
for public review. The City of Lincoln isapaticipant ofthe HCP proaess.

No Habitat Consevation Plan or Natural Community Consevation Plan has been approved for
the project areasincecetification of the 2012 EIR; therefore, implementation of the propcsed
modified project would not conflict with any conservation plans.No impact would result, and no
mitigation would berequired.
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6.11 MINERAL RESOURCES

LessThan
Potentially Significant with Less Than No
Significant Proj ect-level Significant New
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incor porated

X. MINERAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

a) Result in the lossof availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the m
regon ard the residents o the date?

b) Reault in thelossof availability of alocdly-

importart mineral resurce reovery site

deinededon alocal geneal plan,speific plan, O O O |
or otherland useplan?

The project’s potential effects on mineral resources were evaluated in an environmental checklist
prepared for the gpproved prged, which is hduded as Appandix D of theEIR. Based on the
findings in he eavironmental checklist, te project would resultin no impad to mineral
resoures.

Evaluation of Mineral Resources

Questions A, B: No New Impact

The environmertal checklist prepared for the approved project conduded that the approved
project would have no impad on mineal resour@s. The project site is not locaed within a
Mineral Resour@ Zone and the only mineral resource sites in the vicinity of the project site are
the Gladding McBean Clay Plant west of the project site, and a sand and gavel opeation
souhesst of the City. The approwed project was detemmined to not affed opeation of these
facilities.

The mineral opeaations in the vicinity of the project site are still unde opeaation, and the
propcseal, modified project would not affed operation of thesefacilities. As a result, the
propcseal modified project would have no impact on minea resouces, and would not result in
any impacts notprevioudy disclosed in th012EIR.
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6.12 NOISE

LessThan
Potentially Significant with Less Than No
Significant Project-level Significant New
I mpact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incor porated

Would the project result in:

a) Exposue of personsto or geneation of

noise levels in exaess of standads established 0 0 O |
in any appicéable plan or noise ordinana, or

applcable standads d other agendes?

b) Exposure of personsto or gengation of -
exesive groundome  vibration or o O O
groundbone nobelewels?

C) A substantial permanent increase in anbiert -
noiselewels in the project vicinity abowe lewvels O 0 [
exiging withou the pioject?

d) A subsartial temporary or peliodic increase

in anbient noise lewels in the projed vicinity 0 0 0 [ |
abowe lewels existing withou the project

(induding congruction)?

e) For a projed locaed within an airport land

use plan or, wher suwch a plan has nat been

adoped, within two milesof a pubic airport or 0 0 0 [ |
public use airport, would the projed expose

peopk resding or working in the projed area

to excessive noselewvels?

f) For a projed within the vicinity of a private

airstrip, would the projed expce peope 0 0 0 [ |
resding or working in the projed area to

exessive naselewels?

Noisewas evaluated in supportof the approved project, and was discussd in Chapter 4.4 of the
2012 EIR. The projed site is locaed approximatdy three miles from the Lincoln Regional
Airport; however, the site is not located within an arport land useplan or within two milesof an
airport or private airstrip. Becaise the propsed modified projed would result in slightly
reduced traffic leves from the approved project, and the projects are sulstantially similar, the
bdow evaluation of noise for the proposel modified project is quditative, and is based onthe
andysiscontainel in the2012 HR.
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Evaluation of Noise

QuestionsA — D: No New Impact

Construction Noise

The 2012 EIR concluded that constucion of the project result in a potentially significant
increase in noiselevels in excess of establidied noise standads and would expose people to
excessie groundoorne vibration or groundbore noiselevds. With mitigation, theseimpacts
would be reduced to less than significant. Condruction adivities would result in intermittent
noiseimpacts throughou the constuction period of the project, and would vary in their effeds
on sensitive receptors, depending on the distance to the noise source and the equipment being
usal. Carlin C. CoppinElemertary Schoolis bordered bythe project site onthree sides,andis a
sensitive receptor. Additiond sensitve recetors ndude theresidental properties east and south
of the projed site. Equipnment would need to operate in close proximity to the schod and other
receptors, resulting in noise levds potentially excealing 80 dBA. Noise would be espedally
disturbing when it occurs during periods when studentsare trying to concentrate. Equipnent
would need to opeate within 50 k4 of sensitve recgtors, which would resultin exceedances o
the 80 VdB threshol for groundborre vibration. The 2012 EIR contairs Mitigation Measure
4.4-1 to minimize the patential impacts associded with constuction noise and vibration during
constuction of the project. The 2012 EIR conduded that with mitigation, impacts would be
significant and unaoidable in maly constuction-related scenarios.

The propaseal, modified project is subsantially similar to the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR.
Constuction of the propesel modified project would result in potentially significant impacts
related to constudionrelated noise and excessve groundoorne vibration, similar to those
identified for the approved project. The proposal modified project would be required to
implement Mitigation Measure 4.41 which would reduce impacts asdated with excessive
constuctionrelated noise and excessive grourdborne vibrations While the impacts due to
constuction-related noise would not be reduced to lessthansignificant, this mitigation meaure
is still the mostfeasible meaureto less@& the impad. Constuction d the propced modified
project would not result in changes that would require majar revisionsto the EIR, or new or
moresignificant effects than tho® previoudy identified in the EIR.

Operational Noise

The 2012 EIR conduded that opeaation of the approved project would result in a lessthan
significant increase in noiselevds at sensitive receptors. While impacts of the environmert on
the project are not normelly cognizable unde CEQA, the 2012 EIR andyzed the noiserelated
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effeds of the adjacent land uses on theresidental devdopment. Developmenton the project site
would place residental land uses adjacent to industrialland uses at the GladdingMcBean Clay
Plant, which could exposeresidents to potentialy unaccetable noise levels from the nearby
opeaations. The nearby school is a noise saurce with noise leves potentially exceealing
acceptable levds, espeially during recess or school events, or when the school bdl rings.
Additiondly, the devdopmentof a currently undevdoped area would introdue a new noise
soure in the aea, primarily associded with an inceasein traffic volumes.

Noisemonitoring was conduded for the approved project andyzed in the2012EIR. Theresults
of the noisemonitoring indicaed that the average noiselevd was 48.4 BBA, with a maxmum
noiselevd associged with the indudrial land uses was 67.5dBA which was associged with a
horn. The horn noise was tempoary and would occur throughout the week during bushess
hours, and is within the City’s conditional noise standard. Noise impacts from the adjacent
indudrial opertions b residentdl land use on he project site would be &ssthan sigpificant.

Schools and residental neighbothoodsare consdered compatibe land uses, and are typicaly
locaed near eat other While the eementary school would prodice noise intermittently
throughout the day, the andysis in the 2012 EIR indicaed thenoisesproduced by the school
would do little to influence 24-hour noise levels and would not exceal noise standrds for
residentel land uses. Noise monitoring was conduded for the approved project analyzed in the
2012EIR. The maxmum levd monitored was 64.5dBA, is within an accetablerange. Noise
generated by the school would resultin lessthansignificant impacts to residental land uses on
the pojed site.

Development of a residential neighbarhood on the project site would result in an increase in
traffic on the roadways in the vicinity. Existing traffic noise levels with and without the
approwed project were andyzed in the 2012 EIR. It was found thattraffic noiselevds without
the project were “normally” and “conditionally” acceptablk as defined in the Genera Plan. The
addition of trefic from the gproved prged would not resultin traffic noise increases thet would
change noise levels from ‘“normally” acceptable to ‘“conditionally” acceptable or from
“conditionally acceptable” to exceeal the threshod included in the Genera Plan. As
“conditionally acceptable” traffic noise levels would occur both without and with the project, the
2012EIR noted thatthe approved project would resultin lessthansignificant impacts to traffic
noise levels.

The propaseal, modified project is subsantially similar to the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR.
Like the approwed project, noiseimpacts assocated with the adjacent indudrial land use and
school would belessthansignificant. A berm and block wall havebeen constucted between the
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adjacent indudrial land uses and the project site, which would be expected to further reduce the
noise levd assaiated with the indudrial land uses. Becaise the propcsed modified project
would havea reduced numberof residents the traffic levels would be slightly lower thanthose
andyzed in the 2012 EIR. As a result, the proposel modified project would have slightly
reduced noise levds from those detemined for the propcsed modified project. Like the
approwed project, the propos& modified project would result in lessthan significant impacts to
traffic noiselevels. Constucdion of the propcsed modified project would not result in changes
that would require major revisions to the EIR, or new or more significant effeds than those
previoudy identified in the EIR.

QuestionsE and F: No New Impact

The environmerta checklist prepared for the project conduded thatthe approved project would
resultin no impacts related to excessive noiselevels associaed with an airport or airstrip. The
project site is not locaed within an airport land use plan or within two miles of an airport or
private airstrip. The nearest airport is the Lincoln Regional Airport located three milesfrom the
project site. Development on the project site would notexposepeople within the project areato
excessie noise levds; therefore, the propcsed, modified project would aso have no impacts
related to excessie noiselevds assomated with anarport or arstrip.
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6.13 POPULATION AND HOUSING

LessThan
Potentially Significant with LessThan No
Significant Project-level Significant New
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
I ncor por ated
Would the project:
a) Inducesubgantial popuaton growth in an
areg either diredly (for exanple, by propcsing
new homes and busnesss) or indredly (for 0 O 0 -
exanple, through extengon of roads or other
infradructure)?
b) Displace sulstantid numbers of existing
housng, neestating the congruction of T O T -
replacementhousng elsevhere?
c) Disdae substantial numbers of peope,
neessitating the corstrudion of replacement
g P O O O =

houshg elsevhere?

The project’s potential effects on population and housing were evaluated in an environmental
checklist prepared for the approved project, which is included as Appendix D of the EIR. Basdl
on the findings in the environmenta checklist, the project would result in lessthan significant
impacts on populationgrowth, and noimpacts relatedto displacanentrequiring thatreplacement
houshg beconstuced.

Evaluation of Population and Housing

Question A: No New Impact

The environmertal checklist prepared for the approved project conduded that the approved
project would resultin less han significant impacts onpopulation gowth in the aea. Based ona
worst case populationscenario of 2.63 personsper houséold, the approved project would result
in approxmately 823 residentsinhabiting the 313 dwdling units (popuation projections were
basad on U.S. Census Bureau 2000 demogaphic daa). The increase in populationwould
represent approximately 0.6 percent of the City’s projected 2050 population of 132,000from the
General Plan. The findings containal in the environment# checklist indicated that while the
approwved project would introdue new homesand residentsto a currently undevelopedarea the
project would contribute to arelatively smallamount of the projected popuation for the City and
would address the City’s current need for additional housing.
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Using the same population scenaio of 2.63 pasons per houséold, the propseal modified
project would result in approxmately 773 residents inhabting the 294 dweling units (a
redudion of 50 residens when compaed with the approved project). The propcsed modified
project would resultin a populationof approximately 691 residents(a reduction of 132 residents
when compaed with the population pojedions fa thegpproved prgect). The projected reduced
numberof residents is in line with the City’s projections for population growth, as identified in
the General Plan.

Like the approwed projed, the propcsed modified project would introduce new homesand
residentsto a currently undeveloped area; however, because the project would contribue a
relatively small amount of growth to the City, has already been accounted for in the City’s
populationprojections,and would address the City’s housing needs, impacts would be lessthan
significant. Constucion of the proposel modified project would not result in changes that
would require major revisions to the EIR, or new or more significant effeds than those
previoudy identified in the EIR.

QuestionsB and C: No New Impact

The environmertal checklist prepared for the approwed project conduded that the approved
project would not necesstate the constuction of replacement houshg elsewhere through
displacenent of people or housng. The projed site is undeseloped, so the approved project
would not resultin displa@ment ofpeople or haises.

The project site is still undeveloped,and the proposel modified project also would not result in
the constuction of replacement housng. The propcsed modified project would result in no
impacts, and would notresultin ary new impads that wee not pevioudy disclosed.
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6.14 PUBLIC SERVICES

LessThan
Potentially Significant with Less Than No
Significant Project-level Significant New
I mpact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incor porated

Would the projed result in subsartial adwerse
physicd impads assodated with the provision
of new or physicdly dtered govemmentl
fadlities nea for new or physicdly altered
govemmental fadlities the corstruction of
which could cause significant environmentl
impads, in order to maintain acceptale savice
ratos, reporse times or other peformance
objedivesfor anyof the pwlic srvices:
a) Fire protedion?
) Fire O O O m
b) Polce piotection?
) P O O O =
c) Sclools?
) O [ [ u
d) Paks?
) Cl Ll Ll u
e) Cther public fadliti es?
) Other p O O O m

The project site is served by the City’s fire, police, and other public facilities. The project site is
saved bythe Cty of Lincoln Fre Depatment ard the Cit of Lincoln Rolice Department. The
project site is bcated within the Westen Hacer Unified School Didrict, and titureresidents of
the project site would have access to the City’s parks and Community Center, and the City of
Lincoln Rublic Library.

Theprgect’s potential effects on public services were evaluated in an environmental checklist
prepared for the gpproved prged, which is hduded as Appendix D of theEIR. Based on the
findings in he environmental checklist, he gproved prged had tke potential to resultin
potentially significant impads onpublic sevices. TheEIR contains nitigation to reluce these
impacts © less than sigficant.

Evaluation of Public Services

Question A: No New Impact

The environmerta checklist prepared for the prgect conduded thatthe approved project would
result in a population increase exceeding the City’s standard for fire protection. The City’s 2006
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Public Fadlity Element Master Improvement List requires 1.26 firefightersper 1,000 residents
and 1,042squae feet of fire station fadlities pe firefighter The 2012 EIR projected a
populationof approxmately 823residentsfor the approved projed. Theapprowed project would
resultin the need for approximately one fir efi ghter and 1,042squae feet of fire stationfadlit ies.
The 2012 EIR includes Mitigation Measure PS-1 requiring the project applicant to pay capita
facility fees to ned the gpropiate fire station failities.

The propcssed modified project would aso result in potentialy significant impacts to fire
protection and would be required to implement Mitigation Measure PS 1 to reduce the potential
impacts to lessthansignificant. The propcsed modified project would resut in the need for 0.87
firefighterand 907squae feet of fir e stationfacilities. Becausethe propcsed modified project is
subsantially similar to the site plan andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propos& modified projea
would not introdue any new impacts that were not previoudy disclosed With the propcsed
mitigation, the propcsed modified project would result in lessthan significant impacts on fire
protection in the City. No nev impad would ocur.

Question B: No New Impact

The environmerta checklist prepared for the prgect conduded thatthe approved project would
result in a population increase exceeding the City’s standard for police protection. The City’s
2006 Public Fadlity ElementMasterimprovement List requires 1.87 officers and 0.4 norswarn
staf per 1,000residents,and 475squere feet pe police depatment staf. The approved projed
would result in the need for 1.54 dficers, 0.33 nonswom staff, and approximately 888 square
feet of policefacilities.

The propcsed modified project would also result in potentiallyy significant impacts to police
protection and would be required to implement Mitigation Measure PS-2 to reduce the potential
impeacts to lessthan significant. The propcsed modified project would result in the need for
1.290fficers, 0.28 norswomn staf, and approximately 746 square feet of police facilities.
Becaisethe propased modified project is subsantialy similar to the site plan analyzed in the
2012 EIR, the proposel modified project would not introdue any new impacts that were not
previoudy disclosed. With the propasead mitigation, the propased modified project would result
in lessthan significant impads on the existing visual chaader or qudity of the site and its
surounding. Nonew impad¢ would ocair.

Question C: No New Impact

The environmerta checklist prepared for the prgject conduded thatthe approved project would
resultin asubsantial increasein sudents attending schoolsin the Westen Placer Unified School
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District. Based on the aalysis contaired in the eavironmenté checklist for the gproved project,
the approved project would result in 158 students. The projedions were based on stucent
generation rates obtaired from the Placer County Office of Education and persord
communicaion with Jay Stewart, Assisant Supeintendent of Businessand Suppot Services,
WPUSD. Theincreasein studentsvas determined to be a potentially significant impact, and the
EIR includes Mitigation Measure PS-3 requiring the projed applicant pay school fees to the
District. Becausethe proposel modified projed would constuct 19 lesssinde-family dwdling
units thanthe approved project, based onthe student geneation ratesusel in the 2012EIR, the
propasead modified project would prodice lessstudentghanthosecontemplatd in the 2012EIR;
however, the propced modified project would still be required to comply with Mitigation
MeasurePS3 of the2012 EIR.

To detemine the numberof studentghat wouldbe prodiwced by the propased modified project
basal oncurrent geneation rates,the 2014 School Fadlities MasterPlan was reviewed. Table 8
presents the studentprojedion rate by grade and the projected numbe of studentsthe project
would generate tha would atend locd schools operated by the Dstrict based on the 2014chool
Fadlities MasterPlan.

PROJECTED NUMBER OF STUDEN'ITéatc)!EﬁERATED BY THE MEADOWLANDS
SUBDIVISION PROJECT
L and Use Number 01_‘ Generation rate Number of
dwelling units by grade students
K-5:0328 62.32
Single family residentel 190 6-8:0.134 25.46
9-12:0118 22.42
K -5:0.328 34.11
Multi-family residental 104 6-8:0.134 13.94
9-12:0.118 12.27
Total 170.52

Saurce: WesternPlacerUnified Schoal District Schoal Facilities Master Plan June 2014

Note: The Shod Facilities Master Plandoesnct contain a gereration rate or multi -family resicertial. The gudent
popuation projectians contained in the Ran usedthe sngle family resicertial gereration ratefor both land uses,as
presetedhere.

Using current generation rates, the propsed modified project would geneate 13 more students
thanthoseprojeded in the 2012EIR for the approved projed (which used the generation rates
acceptableat thetime). Thisis dueto the higher generation rate usel for multi-family residentél
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basal on the 2014 School Fadlities Master Plan. The additional number of studentsis not
subsentially gredaer than those envisional in the 2012 EIR (171 studentsof the propcsed
modified project based on 2014 gneration rates— 158 studentf the approved project based on
2012 gneration rates =13 students)

Furthe, the Meadowlands project is included in the 2014 School Fadlities Master Plan, which
projects that 181 studens would be generated by the project (this numberis cdculated from the
numberof residenes includedin the approved projed and the current student geneation rates).
Therefore, while the proposel modified project (based oncurrent generation rates)would result
in a greater numberof studentghanthoseenvisioned in the 2012EIR, it would generate 10 less
studentghanthoseanticipaed for the approved project envisioneal in the 2014 School Fadlities
Master Plan and the proposel project would not result in the need for the constuction of new
facilities. As aresult, while the propsed modfied prgect would resultin an increasein suudents
attending schoolsin the Westen Placer Unified School District, the proposead modified project
would not introdue any new impacts that were not previoudy disclosel. The propcea
modified project would be required to implement Mitigation MeasurePS3 to reduce impacts to
less than sigificant. Nonew impads woul occur.

Question D: No New I mpact

The environmenal checklist prgpared for theapproved prgect conduded ha with mitigation the
approved project would result in less than significant impacts to public paks. The City of
Lincoln 2006 PFE Maste ImprovementList uses a standad of five aaes of adive parkland per
1,000 population,and 1.5miles of trail pe 2,500population. With its estimated populationof
823,the approwed project would require approximately 4.1 aaes of adive parkland and 0.5mile
of trall. Thepodet parks propcsed unde the approved project do not counttoward meding on
site pak requirements;therefore, Mitigation Measure PS4 was included to reduce potentially
significant impects © paks © less than smgficant.

The propesed modified project has an estimated populationof 691 residents, and would require
approxmately 3.5aaes of adive parkland and 0.4mile of trail. The proposed modified project
includes an approximately 1.4-aae linear park tha would belocaedaong the westen bounday
of thedevelopment areafrom the souhern project bounday to Gladding Parkway, and a2.2-aae
neighbothoodpak abutting the northern group of propased singe family residental units. The
linear park would provide approximately 0.2 mile of trail, and the tral along Ashwood Way
throudh the neghborlood park and recreationd open spaewould providean additional 0.2 mile
of trail (likening to the amountrequired for the project). While the propasel modified projed
would provide approxmately 3.4aaes of park, an alditional 4.8 aaes of reaeationd openspae
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would be provided, which the City consders to be a nontraditional pak The project would be
required to comply with Mitigation Measure PS4 from the 2012EIR Becaise the propcsed
modified project is subsantialy similar to the site planandyzed in the 2012EIR, and would be
required to comply with the City’s PFE schedule, the propcsed modified project would not
introdue any new impacts thatwere not previoudy disclosed.With the propased mitigation, the
propasead modified project would resultin lessthansignifi cant impacts on public parks. No new
impact would ocair.

Question E: No New Impact

The environmenal checklist prgpared for theapproved prgect conduded ha with mitigation the
approved project would result in less than significant impacts to the City of Lincoln Public
Library. The Lincoln 2006 PFE Master ImprovementList uses a standad of 0.7 squae feet of
libray space per capita, 0.44 librarians per 1,000 residents, and 1.26 books pe capita.
Mitigation measure PS5 was included to provide the required library resoures, and reduce
potentially significant impads 1 the libraies to kss han significant.

The propased modified project has an estimated populationof 691 residents, and would require
approxmately 484squae feet of library space 0.30 librarians, and 871books. The project
would be required to comply with Mitigation Measure PS5. Becaisethe propcsed modified
project is subsantially similar to the site plan analyzed in the 2012 EIR, and would be required
to comply with the City’s PFE schedule, the proposel modified project would not introdue any
new impacts that were not previoudy disclosed With the propced mitigation, the propcsed
modified project would result in less than significant impacts on the City’s library system. No
new impad would ocur.
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6.15 RECREATION

Less Than
Potentially Significant with LessThan No
Significant Project-level Significant New
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incor porated
Would the pioject:
a) Incresse the use of existng neighbothood
and regond paks or other reaediond
fadlities sud that subsentid physicd
detrioration of the facility would ocaur or be O [ [ u

accederated?

b) Include reaeaional fadliti es or requre the

congruction or expanson of reaediond

fadliti es which might hawe anadwerse physicd O O ] [ |
effed on the ewvironment?

Reaesation isdiscussd in the environmenal chedlist prgpared for the gpproved prgect, which
is induded & Appendix D of the2012 HR.

Evaluation of Recreation

Questions A and B: No New Impact

The environmenal chedlist prepared for the approved project conduded that, with mitigation,
the approved project would resultin lessthansignificant impacts on recreationd resources. The
approved project involves constuding rew residenas which would increase the popuktion
within the City and increase demandon recreationd facilities which could resultin a significant
impact on reaediond resoures in the City (refer to the discusson of paks in Sedion 9.13,
Public Services). Mitigation measurePS-4 wouldreduce the impact to lessthan sigificant.

The propsal modified project aso involves the constuction of a residential devdopment of
approxmately 691 residentswhich would aso increase the population within the City and
increase demand on recreationd facilities. The propesed modified project includes an
approxmately 1.4-aae pak along the westen bounday of the devdopmentarea, sout of
Gladding Parkway, an approxmately 4.1-aae open spae area associded with the water qudity
basin north of the multi-family development, a 2-acre neghbortood pak, approxmately 4.1
aaes of reaediond open spae beween the Meadowlands Presave and the school, north of
Gladding Parkway, and 0.7aae of recreationd open spae beaween MealowlandsPresene and
the propcsed sindge family residental units north of the school (totding 12.5aaes of pak and
recreaiond open spae). Furthe, the propsed modified project would be required to comply
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with Mitigation MeasurePS4. Becaisethe proposed modified project is subsantially similar to
the site plan andyzed in the 2012 EIR, and would be required to comply with the City’s PFE
schedule, the propose& modified project would not introduee any new impads that were not
previoudy disclosed. With the propasead mitigation, the propesed maodified project would result
in lessthansignificant impads on public parks, and the propose parks and open spacewould
furtherreduce the impat. No nev impad would occur.

660

MEADOWLANDS SUBDIVISION/ CITY OF LINCOLN 76
INITIAL STUDY JuLy 2016



6.16 TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

LessThan
Potentially Significant with No
Significant Project-level ;eﬁggﬂ New
I mpact Mitigation Igm act Impact
Incor porated P
Would the pioject:
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinarce,
or pdicy edahllishing measuresof effediveness
for the peformance of the circulation system
taking into accourt all modesof transpatation
induding mass trarsit andnon-motorizedtravel
J O O O m

and relevant conponens of the circulaton
systtm includng but not limited to
intersedions, streds, highways and freeways,
pedetrianand lhicycle paths, and mass rarsit?

b) Corflict with an applicable congedion

manaementprogram including but not limited

to lewvel of sevice standards andtravel demand

measures or other standads establishel by the O O O |
couny congedion manajement ageng/ for

desgnaedroadsor highways?

¢) Result in a change in air traffic paterns

induding either an increasein traffic levels or a

change in locdion tha reallts in substnial N I O [ |
sdety risks?

d) Subgartially incresse hazards due to a

desgn feature (e.g, shap curvesor dangerous

intersedions) or inconpaitble uses (e.g, farm O O O [ |
equpmend?

e) Reallt ininadequate emergeng aacess?

f) Conrflict with adgted pdicies plars, or

programs regarding puHic transt, bicycle, a

pedetrianfadliti es, a otherwisedeceasethe O O O [ |
peformane a sdety of swch faciliti es?

Transportéion and traffic were evauated in the environmenal checklist prepared for the
approved project, which is included as Appendix D of the 2012EIR, and in Chapter4.5 of the
2012 EIR. A project specific traffic study was prepared for the propcseald modified project,
which is conténed in Agoendix D of this Initial Study.
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Evaluation of Transportation and Traffic

Questions A and B: No New Impact

The andysis containal in the 2012 EIR found that the approwed projed would result in
potentially significant impads related to leved of savice in the City of Lincoln. This impact
would be reduced to bdow a levd of significance with implementation of Mitigation
Measure4.51 containal in the 2012 EIR. Specificaly, the andysis found that the intersection
of East Avenue and 7" Street was opeating at an unaceptable level of service, and
implementation of thegpproved prgect would exacebaeitslevd of sevice

Due to the reduced numberof residenes that would be included unde the propcssead modified
project, the propcsed modified project would result in an overal reduced average daly traffic
when compaed with the approved projed — the approved projed was estimatel to generate
approxmately 2,692 @ily vehicle trips whereas the propcsed modified project is estimatal to
generate approxmately 2,434 dally vehicle trips (258 trips lessthan the previoudy approwed
project)l. Based onthe results of the traffic study conduded for the propcsed modified project,
the propesed modified projed would also exacebate the leve of service at East Avenueand 7
Street. This would be a significant impact, and the 2012EIR containsMitigation Measure 4.5-1
to reduce the impat to less han significant.

Like the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the propsed modified project would involve
constuding a residental devdopment on the currently undeveloped projed site and within a
devdopment area similar to thatandyzed in the EIR. Becaisethe propcsed modified project is
subsantialy similar to the project analyzed in the 2012 EIR, the potental impacts related to
levd of savice at potentally affeded roadways and intersectionswould be genealy similar to
thoseidentified in the EIR. However, the propcsed modified project proposes a slightly lower
total number of residertial units from that contemplatel in the 2012 EIR (19 fewer units),
thereby resuling in a slightly reduced traffic impad from the associéed reduction in daly
vehicle trips undetthe proposel modfied prgect. Constucion of theproposed modiied prgect
would not result in changes that would require major revisions to the EIR, or nev or more
significant effeds than thoseprevioudy identified in the EIR.

! Trip gereration for the proposed modified projed is basedon atraffic aralysis that assimedatotal of 295
resicertial units— 187 single family resicertial units (3 lessthanthe proposed modified projed), and 108 multi -
family residertial units (4 more thanthe proposed modified projed). While unit courts usedin the aralysis differs
dightly from the currertly proposed mix of residences, there are not expededto be any notalle charges tothe
project’s trip generation.
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Question C: No New Impact

As identified in the environmenal checklist for the approved project, the project site is located
approxmately three miles from the Lincoln Municipd Airport. The prgect site is not locaed
within an airport land use land area or within two miles of an airport or private strip.
Development of the proec site would not interfere with or change air traffic patterns. The
propasead modified project is located on the project site andyzed in the2012EIR, and as aresult,
there would beno rew impad.

Questions D and E: No New I mpact

As identified in the environmental chedlist for the approved project, roadways for the project
would be required to comply with City stardards for roadway design including roadway
geometry and intersedion design, and would be subgd to review by the Communty
Development Department, Public Services Department, City Engineering Department, and Fire
Depatment. Like the approved project andyzed in the 2012EIR, the proposeald modified project
would not reultin an increasein hazads dueto design features or inadequate emergency access.
Impacts woull beless tlan significant, and thee would beno nev impad.

Question F: No New Impact

The environmerta checklist prepared for the prgect conduded thatthe approwed project would
be required to comply with City transportaion policiesrelated to aternative transportéion. The
2012 EIR includes Mitigation Measue TRA-1 to reduce the potential conflicts with
transportaion policies to lessthan significant. The propcsed modified project would result in
similar potential impacts to compliance with the City’s transportation policies, and would also be
required to comply with TRA-1. Like the approvel project andyzed in the 2012 EIR, the
propasead modified project would be designed to acommodae NEV (battery powered, street-
legd vehicle) use bike lanes, trail accessand alternative transportaéion routesto sdhool. The
project would be seved by the City’s bus system. With implementation of TRA-1, the project
would bein compliance with City transporgtion policies elated to altenaive transportaion, and
impacts woul bereduced to less han significant. There would ke no nev impad.
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6.17 UTILITIESAND SERVICE SYSTEMS

LessThan
Potentially Significant with LessThan No
Significant Project-level Significant New
I mpact Mitigation I mpact Impact
I ncor por ated
Would the pioject:
a) Exceedwadewder treamentrequrement of
the appicable Regond Water Qudity Control
Board? u N O -
b) Requre or resutt in the congruction of new
water or wastewater treatment fadlities or
expandon of existing fadliti es, the corstruction
P g O O O =

of which could causesignificant environmentl
effeds?

¢) Require or reallt in the corstruction of new

storm water drainage fadliti es or expansion of

exiging fadlities the constuction of which O O O |
could causedgnificant emvronmental effeds?

d) Hawve sufficient water supples availale to

save the project from existing enitlements ard

reources or are new or expandel ertitlements N N N |
neaed?

e) Reallt in a deeminaion by the wadewaer
treatment provider, which seaves or may seave
the project tha it hasadeaiate capecity to seve

|
the project’s projected demand in addition to the O H O
provider’s existing commitments?
f) Be seaved by a lardfill with suficient
pemitted cgoecity to accommodae the 0 a 0 -
project’s solid waste disposal needs?
g) Comply with fedea, state, andlocal statutes
and equlationsrelatedto olid wage? [ O O [ |

Evaluation of Utilitiesand Service Systems

The City provides water and wastewater sevices to devdopment in the city and would provide
theseseavices to the proposel modified project. Wastewater would be treated at the City’s
wastewater treatment facility and would be conveyed through an existing 18inch trunk line
aong the souh and east bounday of the project site. Padfic Gas and Electric (PG&E) would
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save the site with gas and eledricity sevice and AT& T would provide telephonesavice. The

City’s Public Services Department would provide solid waste collection services, and solid waste
would beddivered to he Westen Sanitary Landfill.

Questions A, B, E (Wastewater): No New | mpact

The 2012 EIR concluded that constuction of the approved project would result in a lessthan
significant impact assaiated with wastewater treatment facility cgpadty, expansion and
wastewater treament requirements.

Becausethe proposel modified prgect is substntialy similar to the projed andyzed in the2012
EIR, impacts associaed with water and wastewater treatment facility cgpadty, expansion and
wastewater treatment requirementswould be similar. Furthe, becaisethe propsel modified
project has a reduced numberof residental units from the approved project, potentialimpacts
associged with fadlity capacity would be slightly reduced from potental impacts unde the
approwed project. The propasel modified project would have no impad greder than those
previoudy identified in the EIR, and constuction d the propcsed modified project would not
resultin changes that waild require majorrevisions b the HR.

Question C: No New Impact

The 2012EIR conduded thatthe approved project would result in a lessthan significant impact
associgedwith stormwater dranage facilities. Storm water dranage faciliti es would need to be
constucted on site to acaommodae devdopment of the project site and to connect to existing
storm water drainage fadlities The storm water dranage design of the propsed modified
project is similar to the stormwater drainage design evaluated in the approved project — athough
the water quality basin associaed with the propcsed modified project has been relocaed unde
the propassal modified project from near the souhwest corner of the project site to an areain the
northen portion of the devdopment area of the project site. Becaisethe propseal modified
project is subsantialy similar to the project andyzed in the 2012EIR, impads associaed with
constudion of the stom water dranage fadlities would be similar. The propsead modified
project would have no impact greater than those previoudy identified in the EIR, and
constucion of the proposal modified projed would not result in changes that would require
majorrevisions b the HR.

QuestionsB and D (Water): No New I mpact

The 2012 EIR concluded that the approved project would have less than significant impacts
associgedwith sufficient water supples and expansionof existing fadlities. As desaibed in the
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2012EIR, the projed site is plannal for developmentas reflected in the current zoning for the
site. This has been adopted into the General Plan, and was accounted for in the City’s current
Urban Water Management Plan (City of Lincoln2011) According to the Urban Water
Management Plan, the City has adequae water supply to med the projeded water demandsof
the Cty in 2035, hduding the propos&l modfied prgect (City of Lincoln 2011)

Water conveyance infrastructure would need to be constucted to convey water to the projed
site. The propeead water conveyance infrastructure would be similar to the infrastrudure
andyzead in the 2012EIR, with lessthansignificant impacts on the environment. The propced
modified project would haveno impact greaer than thoseprevioudy identified in the EIR, and
constudion of the proposed modified projed would not result in changes that would require
majorrevisions b the HR.

QuestionsF and G: No New I mpact

The environmertal checklist prepared for the approved project conduded that the approved
project would have a less than significant impact on the Westein Regiond Sanitary Landfill
located west of the project site with mitigation incomporaed. Based onthe andysis containel in
the environmertal checklist, the approved project’s contribution of solid waste was considered to
be within the cgpadty of the landiill, and the project would not subsantially shorte the life of
thelandifll. The EIR includesMitigation Measure U-1 to ensue that the devdopment on the
project site would compgy with Genera Plan Policy 1-8 which requires the applicant to pay
applicable PHE fees toward the funding of additional solid waste sevices. Potential impacts
associged with regulatary compliance and solid waste savices would be consdered lessthan
significant with mitigation incoiporaed.

The residentel development of the propsel modified project is subsantialy similar to the
residental devdopment of the approved projed, and would result in similar potertial impacts
associged with solid waste regulationsand dispcsd. The propased modified project would be
required to comply with Mitigation MeasureU-1. Furthe, the total numberof residental units
unde the propcsed modified project (294 units) would be 19 units lessthanthe approved project
(313 units), as a result, the propseal modified projed would be expected to result in a slightly
reduced amountof wastebang produed by constuction and operation d the propsed modified
project when compared with the project andyzed in the 2012 EIR. Becaise the propcsed
modified project is subséntially similar to the site plan andyzed in the 2012EIR, the propose
modified project would not introduce any new impacts thatwere not previously disclosed. With
the propcsal mitigaion, the propcsed modified project would result in less than significant
impacts associaed with solid waste egulations ad disppsd. No nev impact would ocair.
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6.18 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

LessThan
Significant with
Project-level
Mitigation
I ncor por ated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact

No
New
Impact

The lead agengy shdl find that a projed may
hawe asignificant effed ontheenvironmentard
thereby requre an EIR to be prepaed for the
projed where there is sutstartial evidene, in
light of the whole record, that any of the
following conditionsmay ocaur. Where prior to
commenenent of the environmental analysis a
projed proporent agees to Mitigaton
Measues or projed modifications that would
awid any significant effed on the emnvironment
or would miti gate the significant environmentl
effed, a lead ageng/ neal not prepae an EIR
solely beause withou mitigaton the
envronmenl effects would hawe been
significant (pe Section 15065 of the CEQA
Guidelines):

a) Doesthe pojed hawe the potrtial to degade
the qudity of the envronment subganialy
redue the habitat of a fish or wildlife spedes
cause a fish or wildiife popubtion to drop
below sdf-sugaining lewels, threaen to
eliminae a plant or animal conmunity,
subgantialy redue the number or redrict the
range of arare or endangred plantor animal or
eliminae importart examples of the major
petiods d California history or prehstory?

b) Does the projed hawe impads tha are
individually  limited, but curnulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means
tha the incrementd effects of a projed are
significant whenviewedin connetion with the
effeds of pag projects, the effeds of other
curent projects, ard the effeds of pag, presen
and pobabe future projeds)?

c) Does the project hawe environmentl effeds
which will caus sulstantial adverse effeds on
human bengs, ethe directly or indiredly?
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The 2012 EIR found that the approved project could have potentiallyy significant impacts on
biological resouces, possibly redudng or degrading habitat for afish or wildlife species, causing
populationlevds to drop subsantially, or otherwise affecting a biological resoure. Mitigation
measures were identified in the 2012that would reduce the impacts on culturd resouces to less
thansignificant. Other potentially signifi cant impacts identified in the 2012EIR for the approved
project were air quality, hydrology and water qudity, noise,transportéion, and utilities. The
EIR condudedthatcumulative impacts to the environmentcould result from the implementation
of the approwed project. The propcsed modified project, because of its similarities with the
approwed projed, will not introdue new or more significant impacts tha were not previoudy
disclosed in the R.

The propeseal modified project, like the approved project, will involve constucing a residentdl

devdopment. Thoudh the site plan has changeal, the approach to biologica resouces
manaement will be similar. Some biological mitigation measures were revised from the 2012
EIR to caer to the speifics of the propsed modified project (BIO-2, BIO-3, and BIO-6).
Othas were drated based on sub®quent review of spedal-status species and further
coordindion with agencies; and the site plan and land use changes in the propseal modified
project. Mitigation Measure BIO-1 was created to verify the original botanical survey’s negative
findings of speia status plant speies, lecaise the duraion since previous surveys was such tht
speial status pbnt spedes @uld hae potentially colonized the aea Thouwh colonizaion ofthe
area by aspeial statusplantis unlikely dueto therelatively disturbed condtionsand low habitat
qudity of the seasonwetlandsand grassknd in the devdopment portion of the site, a survey will

corroborate with the original negative findings in the EIR, and the mitigation will supportthe
recommendaion for preconstudion surveys presented in the 2006 Biological Resoures
Assessnent prepared for the approved project. Therefore, there are no new or more signifi cant
impacts tha were not pevioudy disclosed in therayinal EIR.

Mitigation Measures BIO-4 and BIO-5 were created to reduae potentialimpeacts to nesting birds
to lessthansignificant by conduding preconstuction nesting surveys. The potentialfor impacts
to nesting birds, and the need for preconstuction surveys were identified in the Biological
Resoures Assessnent prepared for the approved project. Therefore, this is not a new or more
significant impect not previoudy disclosed.

Question A: No New I mpact

The preceding anaysisindicaesthatthe propsed modified project would havea significant and
unavoidableimpact related to the generation of ROG and NOx emissbnsduring constuction of
thepropcsed modfied projed. Thepropased modiied project would berequired to compy with
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Mitigation Measure 4.1-1 from the 2012 EIR; however, compliance with the meaure may not
reduce theimpacts to beow a level of significance. Thisimpact was identified in the 2012EIR
and is not new or more severe than the impacts identified in the 2012 EIR for the approwed
project. No nev impacts would ocur.

The precading andysisdso ndicaes thathe proposal modfied prgect would havea significant
and unavoidableimpact related to constuctiion miseand goundoornevibration. The propced
modified prgect would ke required to comply with Mitigation Measure4.4.1 from the 2012EIR,;
however, compliance with the measuremay notreduce theimpacts bdow aleve of significance.
This impact was identified in the 2012 EIR and is not new or more severe than the impacts
identified in the 2012 HR for thegpproved prgect. No nav impads woul occur.

The propsed modified project would not have a significant adverse impact on overal
environmenal qudity other than the previously mentioned impacts on emissons during
constuction. This aso includesthe potentialy significant impacts discussd in the 2012 EIR
that could reduce fish and wildlife species habitat, contribute to lowering populationsto drop
bdow sdf-sustining levels, threaten to eliminae a plant or animal community, reduce the
numberor restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal; and the mitigation tha
reduces the impact on culturd resouces to lessthan significant, preventing important examples
of themajorpeiods ofCalifornia hisbry or prehistory from beirg diminaed

Question B: No New Impact

The propased modified project is subsantially similar to the project andyzed in the 2012EIR,;
the project site was slated to be developedwith residentel devdopment. No new or more severe
impacts have been idenified as a result of the propsel modified project. As a result, the
propasead modified project would not result in cumulative impacts otherthan thoseidentified in
the2012EIR. TheEIR condudedthat opeation of the propcsed modified project may resultin
a contributon to criteria air pollutants which could add to cumulative emissons in Placer
County, causing a potenialy significant impad¢. The 2012 EIR contairs Mitigation Measure
4.1-8 to raluce the potatial impad to less than sigficant.

Question C: No New Impact

As outlinedin othersections of this IS, the propasead modified project will adhee to Mitigation
Measures previoudy prescribed in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program adopéd for
the 2012 EIR for potentially significant impacts to: aesthetics,air quality, biological resoures,
culturd resouces, geology and soils, greenhause gases, hazards and hazadous materials,
hydrology and water quality, public savices, and transportéion and traffic. Othea than the
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previoudy mentionedsignificant and unavoidable impacts associded with emissons and noise
and vibration duing construdion of the propased modified project, these impacts have been
reduced, but are still potentially significant at both the project and cumulative levd.
Implemengtion of the propos& modified project could result in subséntia adverse effeds to
humanbeings eithe directly or indirectly. No new or more severe impacts have been identified
as aresult of thepropos& modfied prged.
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2

1.0 Project Characteristics

Page 1 of 50

NDP 01 - Meadowlands
Placer County APCD Air District, Annual

Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
Condo/Townhouse . 104.00 . Dwelling Unit ! 6.50 ! 104,000.00 297
.............................. . I + : fmmmmmmmmmama-.
Single Family Housing . 186.00 . Dwelling Unit ! 60.39 ! 334,800.00 532
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 74
Climate Zone 2 Operational Year 2021
Utility Company Pacific Gas & Electric Company
CO2 Intensity 641.35 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 2 of 50

Project Characteristics -

Land Use -

Construction Phase - Assumptions based on input from Niemi Development Partners
Off-road Equipment -

Off-road Equipment -

Off-road Equipment - Assumptions based on input from Niemi Development Partners
Off-road Equipment - Typical trenching equipment

Trips and VMT - Assumptions provided by Niemi Development Partners

Grading -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - Tier 2 equipment.

Mobile Land Use Mitigation -

Area Mitigation -

Energy Mitigation -

Water Mitigation -

Waste Mitigation -

Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tbiConstEquipMitigation . NumberOfEquipmentMitigated . 0.00 1.00
""" iConstEquipMitigation & NumberOfEquipmentiitigated 4 0.00 : T e T
""" iConstEquipMitigation & NumberOfEquipmentiitigated 4 0.00 : T 0 T
""" iConstEquipMitigation & NumberOfEquipmentiitigated 1 0.00 : T 0 T
""" iConstEquipMitigation & NumberOfEquipmentiitigated 1 0.00 : T e T
""" iConstEquipMitigation & NumberOfEquipmentiitigated 1 0.00 : T e T
""" iConstEquipMitigation & NumberOfEquipmentiitigated 1 0.00 : T e T
""" iConstEquipMitigation & NumberOfEquipmentiitigated 1 0.00 : T e T
""" iConstEquipMitigation & NumberOfEquipmentiitigated 1 0.00 : T e T
""" iConstEquipMitigation & NumberOfEquipmentiitigated 1 0.00 : T a0 T
""" iConstEquipMitigation & NumberOfEquipmentiitigated 1 0.00 T e T
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2

Page 3 of 50

Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

tblConstEquipMitigation

tbITripsAndVMT

NumberOfEquipmentMitigated

HaulingTripLength

No Change

No Change

No Change

No Change

No Change

No Change

No Change

No Change

No Change

No Change

No Change

No Change

No Change

75.00

1,110.00

5/5/2021

6/7/2021

3/7/2018

2/23/2021

0.00

0.00

2.00

2.00

2.00

2014

20.00




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 4 of 50 Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM
tbITripsAndVMT . HaulingTripNumber . 3,750.00 ! 1,670.00
----------------------------- T T T
tbITripsAndVMT . WorkerTripNumber . 8.00 ! 15.00
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction
Unmitigated Construction
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2017 = 0.5802 ' 57844 1 42476 1 59800e- ' 08872 ! 02833 ! 11705 ' 04094 ! 02611 ! 0.6705 0.0000 + 543.7797 1 543.7797 + 0.1379 1 0.0000 ' 546.6760
- . ' v 003 : . . : . . : . . :
___________ L 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 ____‘________:______ 1 1 1 _____.:________
2018 m 26743 1 38943 ! 39376 ! 7.1900e- ! 02029 ! 02317 ! 04347 ' 00546 ! 02187 ! 02732 0.0000 : 594.7885 ! 594.7885 ! 0.0930 ! 0.0000 ! 596.7425
- 1] 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- H ey : ey : ey : ———g el ———— : fm = = e
2019 = 26013 ! 33363 ! 36225 ! 6.9000e- ! 02002 ! 01902 ' 03903 ! 00538 ! 01797 ' 02335 0.0000 : 558.6292 ! 558.6292 ! 0.0835 ! 0.0000 ! 560.3822
- 1] 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- H ey : R : ey : ———g e el ———— : e LL L
2020 = 25706 ! 30318 ! 35273 ! 6.9200e- ! 02009 ! 0.1655 ! 0.3665 ' 00540 ! 0.1564 ! 02104 0.0000 : 548.8940 ! 548.8940 ! 0.0822 ' 0.0000 ! 550.6206
:: 1] 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] : 1 1] 1] 1
----------- H ey : iy : f———————— : ———g e el ————— : e L
2021 = 03575 ! 03858 ! 04832 ! 9.8000e- ! 0.0284 ! 00201 ' 00485 ! 7.6300e- ! 00190 ' 0.0266 0.0000 : 771919 ! 77.1919 ! 00114 ' 0.0000 ! 77.4317
- . ' , 004 ' . v 003 . . . . . .
Total 8.7839 | 16.4325 | 15.8182 | 0.0280 1.5196 0.8908 2.4104 | 05794 0.8349 1.4143 0.0000 |2,323.283]2,323.283| o0.4081 0.0000 | 2,331.853
4 a4 0
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 5 of 50 Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

2.1 Overall Construction

Mitigated Construction

ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tonsl/yr MT/yr
2017 = 0.2343 ! 4.3768 ! 3.4621 ! 5.9800e- ! 0.4252 ! 0.1215 ! 0.5467 ! 0.1912 ! 0.1212 ! 0.3125 0.0000 1 543.7791 ! 543.7791 ! 0.1379 ! 0.0000 ! 546.6755
:: L} 1 L} 003 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} : 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e T : e m e e
2018 m 24344 v 39955 ' 40003  7.1900e- * 0.2029 * 0.1438 '+ 0.3467 ' 0.0546 ' 0.1433 ' 0.1979 0.0000 ' 594.7881 ' 594.7881 * 0.0930 ' 0.0000 ' 596.7420
- ' : i 003 : : : : : : : : : :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B et : ————— - m - a
2019 - 2.4152 ! 3.7296 ! 3.7120 ! 6.9000e- ! 0.2002 ! 0.1357 ! 0.3359 ! 0.0538 ! 0.1353 ! 0.1891 0.0000 ! 558.6288 ! 558.6288 ! 0.0835 ! 0.0000 ! 560.3818
- L} 1 L} 003 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B et : ————— = m e e
2020 - 2.4185 ! 3.6929 ! 3.6594 ! 6.9200e- ! 0.2009 ! 0.1358 ! 0.3367 ! 0.0540 ! 0.1354 ! 0.1894 0.0000 ! 548.8936 ! 548.8936 ! 0.0822 ! 0.0000 ! 550.6202
- L} 1 L} 003 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et Bl et T : e m e e
2021 = 0.3405 ! 0.5143 ! 0.5071 ! 9.8000e- ! 0.0284 ! 0.0191 ! 0.0475 ! 7.6300e- ! 0.0191 ! 0.0267 0.0000 * 77.1919 ! 77.1919 ! 0.0114 ! 0.0000 ! 77.4317
- ' ' . 004 ' : v 003 ' . ' ' ' '
Total 7.8429 16.3090 15.3409 0.0280 1.0575 0.5560 1.6135 0.3613 0.5543 0.9155 0.0000 | 2,323.281|2,323.281 | 0.4081 0.0000 | 2,331.851
5 5 2
ROG NOx co S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 10.71 0.75 3.02 0.00 30.41 37.59 33.06 37.65 33.62 35.27 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 6 of 50 Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Area - 20.6619 : 0.2718 : 24.5740 : 8.8700e- 1 v 3.1612 + 31612 v 3.1611 + 3.1611 299.5577 1+ 129.1475 v 428.7052 + 0.2799 ' 0.0236 ' 441.8865
- : ' i 003 ' : : ' : . ' : : '
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : e e el —————q - fm——————p e = e
Energy = 00445 ! 03806 ! 0.1619 ! 2.4300e- ! ! 00308 ' 00308 ! ' 00308 ' 0.0308 0.0000 :977.1348 1 977.1348 1 0.0327 ' 00131 ! 981.8820
- 1] 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : m——g e el ————mg - fm——————p == e
Mobile = 13030 ! 33768 ! 139566 ' 00396 ! 26026 ! 00547 ' 26573 ! 06979 ! 00504 ' 07483 0.0000 :2,779.08212,779.082' 0.0850 ' 0.0000 ! 2,780.866
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 7 1 7 1] 1] 1 6
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : ———g e el —————g - fm——————p e = m e
Waste " ' ' ' ' ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 00000 § 485879 '@ 0.0000 ! 485879 ! 28715 ' 0.0000 ! 108.8887
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : - B T - fm——————p e - m e
Water - ' ' ' ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 5.9944 1 418710 ! 47.8655 ! 06176 ' 00149 ! 65.4626
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
Total 22,0095 | 4.0201 | 38.6925 | 0.0509 | 26026 | 3.2467 | 58493 | 06979 | 3.2423 3.9402 | 354.1401 | 3,927.236 | 4,281.376 | 3.8865 | 0.0516 | 4,378.986
0 1 4
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2

2.2 Overall Operational

Mitigated Operational

Page 7 of 50

Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Area = 24863 1 0.0249 1 21591 + 1.1000e- * ' 0.0263 1 0.0263 ' 0.0261 1+ 0.0261 0.0000 * 209.0940 ' 209.0940 ' 7.3500e- ' 3.7700e- ' 210.4166
- L] 1 L] 004 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 003 L] 003 1
- L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 1] 1] 1
___________ L 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 ____‘________:______ 1 1 1 [ R
Energy = 00353 @ 03017 1 0.1284 1 1.9300e- ! ! 0.0244 + 0.0244 ! 0.0244 ' 0.0244 0.0000 : 873.6220 ! 873.6220 ' 0.0304 : 0.0113 ! 877.7664
- L} 1 L} 003 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B et : ————— e m e
Mobile = 12941 : 33212 1 137778 : 00388 ' 25506 ! 0.0537 @ 2.6042 ' 06840 ! 00495 @ 0.7334 0.0000 :2,725.165!2,725.165 0.0834 : 0.0000 !2,726.917
- L} 1 L} L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 8 1 8 1] 1] 1 6
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B et : ————— e m e
Waste - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 24.2940 + 0.0000 ! 24.2940 @ 1.4357 @ 0.0000 ! 54.4443
- L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B S e : e m e e
Water - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 47955 r 315095 ! 36.3050 ' 0.4940 ' 0.0119 ! 50.3751
- L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 1] 1] 1
Total 3.8157 3.6478 16.0653 0.0409 2.5506 0.1043 2.6549 0.6840 0.1000 0.7839 29.0895 | 3,839.391 | 3,868.480 | 2.0509 0.0270 | 3,919.920
3 8 1
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 82.66 9.47 58.48 19.71 2.00 96.79 54.61 2.00 96.92 80.10 91.79 2.24 9.64 47.23 47.66 10.48
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 8 of 50 Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 = Site Preparation *Site Preparation :3/1/2017 14/25/2017 ! 5! 40,
2 T frading T §'e'r£5ir'1§'""""""""!Zx’z’e?z'o'f?""' ;572%72'0'1'7""'";""""s"E"""""'iIEfE' T
3 Onderground Utiities T §'TFén'c'm'n'g""""""""!5/'2'772'0'1'7""' ;1172'1726'1'7""";"""'%’E""""""ZEJE' T
4 FBuiding Constuction §EaLﬁJiH§'c'o'n's{rac'u'o'n""""!11/'2'2726'1'7"" 2572'272'0'2'1""'";"""'%’E"""""EZEJE' T
5 fpaving T §E>;§i?1;"""""""""!11/'2'2726'1'7"" ;57672'51'8"'"'";"""'%’E""""""?EE' T
6 FArchitectural Goating T Farohitectural Coating 312372017 I 212212021 I 5; 826? """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 275

Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 888,570; Residential Outdoor: 296,190; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: O (Architectural Coating —

sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 9 of 50 Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM
Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Site Preparation *Rubber Tired Dozers ! 3 8.00: 255, 0.40
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bereccacenanana
Site Preparation *Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 4 8.00: 97 0.37
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccanenaaana
Grading *Excavators ! 2 8.00: 162; 0.38
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaana
Grading 'Graders ! 1 8.00: 174 0.41
....................................................... g bereccacenaaana
Grading 'Rubber Tired Dozers ! 1 8.00: 255, 0.40
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I Fereccacenaaana
Grading *Scrapers ! 2 8.00: 361; 0.48
............................ e bereccacenanana
Grading *Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 2 8.00: 97 0.37
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccanenaaana
Underground Utilities *Excavators ! 1 8.00: 162; 0.38
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bereccacenanana
Underground Utilities *Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 1 8.00: 97 0.37
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Building Construction 'Cranes ! 1 7.00: 226, 0.29
....................................................... g bFereccacenaaana
Building Construction 'Forkln‘ts ! 3 8.00: 89! 0.20
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccanenanana
Building Construction *Generator Sets ! 1 8.00: 84! 0.74
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bereccacenanana
Building Construction 'Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 3 7.00: 97 0.37
....................................................... g bFereccacenanana
Building Construction 'Welders ! 1 8.00: 46! 0.45
____________________________ l___________________________I_______________________________l R,
Paving *Pavers ! 1 8.00: 125; 0.42
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Paving *Paving Equipment ! 1 8.00: 130; 0.36
............................ e bFereccanenaaana
Paving *Rollers ! 1 8.00: 80 0.38
A-I';:F]iie-c-tl]r-al- (-Zz)ét-in-g --------- =Air Compressors ! 1: 6.00: 780 T 0 -éié

Trips and VMT
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class

Site Preparation . 7 18.00! 0.00 125.00! 10.80} 7.30! 5.00'LD_Mix 1HDT_Mix 'HHDT
e LE R L T e : }- et DT Jmmmmmm e Jmmmmmmmea- domieaea
Grading . 8:r 20.00! 0.00 1,670.00" 1o.soi 7.30! 20.00!LD_Mix 1HDT_Mix 'HHDT
e L L L T ST : }- et DT Jmmmmmm e Jmmmmmmmea- domieaea
Underground Utilities = z:r 5.00! 0.00 0.00! 1o.soi 7.30! 20.00!LD_Mix 1HDT_Mix 'HHDT
e LE L L LT UL ST : }- et DT Jmmmmmm e Jmmmmmmmea- domieaea
Building Construction = 9:r 142.00: 31.00 0.00! 1o.soi 7.30! 20.00!LD_Mix 1HDT_Mix 'HHDT
e L L LT ST : }- et DT Jmmmmmm e Jmmmmmmmea- domieaea
Paving . 3:r 15.00! 0.00 0.00! 1o.soi 7.30! 20.00!LD_Mix 1HDT_Mix 'HHDT
---------------- - } ; : + / } + e
Architectural Coating = 1 28.00! 0.00: 0.00: 10.80: 7.30! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
Use Cleaner Engines for Construction Equipment
Water Exposed Area
Water Unpaved Roads
Reduce Vehicle Speed on Unpaved Roads
Clean Paved Roads
3.2 Site Preparation - 2017

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust = ' ' ' ' 03614 ' 00000 ' 03614 ' 01986 ' 0.0000 ' 0.1986 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
T OffRoad = 00968 + 10351 + 0.7879 1 7.8000e- » \ 00551 + 00551 1+ 1 00507 + 00507 & 0.0000 + 72.6308 + 72.6308 1 0.0223 1 00000 + 73.0081 |
- ' : \004 . ' : ' : . : ' : :
Total 0.0968 1.0351 0.7879 | 7.8000e- | 0.3614 0.0551 0.4165 0.1986 0.0507 0.2493 0.0000 | 72.6308 | 72.6308 | 0.0223 0.0000 | 73.0981
004
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ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 8.9000e- ' 4.9300e- + 0.0121 * 1.0000e- * 2.6000e- * 6.0000e- ' 3.2000e- * 7.0000e- ' 5.0000e- *+ 1.3000e- # 0.0000 : 1.1237 + 1.1237 + 1.0000e- * 0.0000 '+ 1.1239
o 004 , 003 , , 005 . 004 ., 005 , 004 , 005 , 005 ., 004 . : V005 . :
----------- : R —— : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] - —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : - : . . : ——— e meeaan] - :
Worker 1.0200e- * 1.2900e- ¢ 0.0131 ' 3.0000e- ! 2.8300e- ! 2.0000e- ! 2.8500e- ' 7.5000e- ! 2.0000e- ! 7.7000e- § 0.0000 @ 2.3890 *: 2.3890 ! 1.1000e- * 0.0000 * 2.3913
o 003 , o003 , , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 004 :
Total 1.9100e- | 6.2200e- | 0.0252 | 4.0000e- | 3.0900e- | 8.0000e- | 3.1700e- | 8.2000e- | 7.0000e- | 9.0000e- | 0.0000 35127 35127 | 1.2000e- | 0.0000 3.5152
003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust = ' ' ' ' 01626 ' 00000 ! 0.1626 ' 00894 ! 00000 ' 0.0894 0.0000 : 0.000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : - ——————q : ———meeaan] R — :
Off-Road 0.0246 ! 06885 ' 04680 ! 7.8000e- ! ' 00192 ! 00192 ! 100192 ' 0.0192 0.0000 726307 + 72.6307 ! 00223 ' 00000 : 73.0980
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 1 [} 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0246 0.6885 0.4680 | 7.8000e- | 0.1626 0.0192 0.1818 0.0894 0.0192 0.1086 0.0000 | 72.6307 | 72.6307 | 0.0223 0.0000 | 73.0980
004
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 8.9000e- ' 4.9300e- + 0.0121 * 1.0000e- * 2.6000e- * 6.0000e- ' 3.2000e- * 7.0000e- ' 5.0000e- *+ 1.3000e- # 0.0000 : 1.1237 + 1.1237 + 1.0000e- * 0.0000 '+ 1.1239
o 004 , 003 , , 005 . 004 ., 005 , 004 , 005 , 005 ., 004 . : V005 . :
---------------- : R —— : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] - —— :
Vendor 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : . . : ——— e meeaan] - :
Worker 1.0200e- * 1.2900e- ¢ 0.0131 ' 3.0000e- ! 2.8300e- ! 2.0000e- ! 2.8500e- ' 7.5000e- ! 2.0000e- ! 7.7000e- § 0.0000 @ 2.3890 *: 2.3890 ! 1.1000e- * 0.0000 * 2.3913
o 003 , o003 , , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 004 :
Total 1.9100e- | 6.2200e- | 0.0252 | 4.0000e- | 3.0900e- | 8.0000e- | 3.1700e- | 8.2000e- | 7.0000e- | 9.0000e- | 0.0000 35127 35127 | 1.2000e- | 0.0000 3.5152
003 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
3.3 Grading - 2017
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust = ' ' ' ' 04787 ' 00000 ! 04787 ' 01981 ! 00000 ' 0.1981 0.0000 : 0.000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : - ——————q : ———meeaan] R — :
Off-Road 03355 ! 3.8276 1 25743 ! 3.3900e- ! 101825 ! 0.1825 1 ' 01679 ' 0.1679 0.0000 ' 315.0066 ! 315.0066 ! 0.0965 ! 0.0000 ! 317.0334
1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.3355 3.8276 25743 | 3.3900e- | 0.4787 0.1825 0.6612 0.1981 0.1679 0.3659 0.0000 | 315.0066 | 315.0066 | 0.0965 0.0000 | 317.0334
003
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ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 00183 ' 0.2065 ' 0.1973 ' 6.2000e- * 0.0140 + 3.0100e- * 0.0170 * 3.8500e- 1 2.7700e- *+ 6.6200e- # 0.0000 * 56.1263 + 56.1263 ' 3.9000e- * 0.0000 * 56.1344
- . . v004 | V003 v 003 , 003 , 003 . : vo004 | :
: R —— : R —— R —— : ———feeeaan H - —— : ALLT
' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: - : f——————q . : ———eeeaan H R —— : ATLT
Worker 3.1300e- ! 3.9300e- ' 0.0401 ! 1.0000e- ! 8.6400e- ! 6.0000e- ! 8.7000e- * 2.3000e- ! 5.0000e- * 2.3500e- § 0.0000 : 7.2098 + 7.2998 ' 3.3000e- + 0.0000 ! 7.3067
o 003 , o003 , , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 003 . : \ 004 :
Total 0.0215 0.2105 0.2374 | 7.2000e- | 0.0226 | 3.0700e- | 0.0257 | 6.1500e- | 2.8200e- | 8.9700e- | 0.0000 | 63.4261 | 63.4261 | 7.2000e- | 0.0000 | 63.4411
004 003 003 003 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust = ' ' ' ' 02154 ' 00000 ! 0.2154 ' 00891 ! 00000 ' 0.0891 0.0000 : 0.000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : - ——————q : ———meeaaa] R —— :
Off-Road 01041 ' 28021 ' 2.0869 ! 3.3900e- ! ' 00758 ! 00758 1 ' 00758 ' 0.0758 0.0000 : 3150062 ' 315.0062 ! 0.0965 ! 0.0000 ! 317.0331
1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.1041 2.8021 2.0869 | 3.3900e- | 0.2154 0.0758 0.2912 0.0891 0.0758 0.1649 0.0000 | 315.0062 | 315.0062 | 0.0965 0.0000 | 317.0331
003
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3.3 Grading - 2017
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 00183 ' 0.2065 ' 0.1973 ' 6.2000e- * 0.0140 + 3.0100e- * 0.0170 * 3.8500e- 1 2.7700e- *+ 6.6200e- # 0.0000 * 56.1263 + 56.1263 ' 3.9000e- * 0.0000 * 56.1344
- . . \ 004 i V003 v 003 , 003 , 003 . : vo004 | :
----------- : R —— : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] - —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : f——————q . : ——— e meeaan] R —— :
Worker 3.1300e- ! 3.9300e- ' 0.0401 ! 1.0000e- ! 8.6400e- ! 6.0000e- ! 8.7000e- * 2.3000e- ! 5.0000e- * 2.3500e- § 0.0000 : 7.2098 + 7.2998 ' 3.3000e- + 0.0000 ! 7.3067
o 003 , o003 , , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 003 . : \ 004 :
Total 0.0215 0.2105 0.2374 | 7.2000e- | 0.0226 | 3.0700e- | 0.0257 | 6.1500e- | 2.8200e- | 8.9700e- | 0.0000 | 63.4261 | 63.4261 | 7.2000e- | 0.0000 | 63.4411
004 003 003 003 003 004
3.4 Underground Utilities - 2017
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 0.0136 * 0.1412 + 0.1163 1+ 1.7000e- + ' 8.5300e- 1 8.5300e- 1 1 7.8500e- * 7.8500e- & 0.0000 + 155950 + 155950 1 4.7800e- ' 0.0000 ' 15.6953
- . . \ 004 ) \ 003 ; 003 \ 003 . 003 : . y 003 | .
Total 0.0136 0.1412 0.1163 | 1.7000e- 8.5300e- | 8.5300e- 7.8500e- | 7.8500e- | 0.0000 | 15.5950 | 15.5950 | 4.7800e- | 0.0000 | 15.6953
004 003 003 003 003 003
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3.4 Underground Utilities - 2017
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ‘' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : R —— : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] - —— :
' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ——————q : . . : ———eeeaan H - : LT
Worker 2.8000e- ! 3.6000e- ! 3.6400e- ! 1.0000e- ! 7.9000e- ' 1.0000e- ! 7.9000e- * 2.1000e- ! 0.0000 *: 2.1000e- § 0.0000 : 0.6636 * 0.6636 ' 3.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 0.6643
o 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , \ 004 . : , 005 :
Total 2.8000e- | 3.6000e- | 3.6400e- | 1.0000e- | 7.9000e- | 1.0000e- | 7.9000e- | 2.1000e- | 0.0000 | 2.1000e- | 0.0000 0.6636 0.6636 | 3.0000e- | 0.0000 0.6643
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 7.0400e- + 0.1507 + 0.1272 1+ 1.7000e- » '+ 5.2100e- 1 5.2100e- 1 1 5.2100e- * 5.2100e- % 0.0000 + 155950 + 155950 1 4.7800e- ' 0.0000 ' 15.6953
o003 : \ 004 , 003 ; 003 , 003 . 003 . . \ 003 .
Total 7.0400e- | 0.1507 0.1272 | 1.7000e- 5.2100e- | 5.2100e- 5.2100e- | 5.2100e- | 0.0000 | 15.5950 | 15.5950 | 4.7800e- | 0.0000 | 15.6953
003 004 003 003 003 003 003

c0.L




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2

3.4 Underground Utilities - 2017
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ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ‘' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : R —— : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] - —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ——————q : . . : ——— e meeaan] - :
Worker 2.8000e- ! 3.6000e- ! 3.6400e- ! 1.0000e- ! 7.9000e- ' 1.0000e- ! 7.9000e- * 2.1000e- ! 0.0000 *: 2.1000e- § 0.0000 : 0.6636 * 0.6636 ' 3.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 0.6643
o 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , \ 004 . : , 005 :
Total 2.8000e- | 3.6000e- | 3.6400e- | 1.0000e- | 7.9000e- | 1.0000e- | 7.9000e- | 2.1000e- | 0.0000 | 2.1000e- | 0.0000 0.6636 0.6636 | 3.0000e- | 0.0000 0.6643
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 004 005
3.5 Building Construction - 2017
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 0.0434 + 03697 1+ 0.2538 1 3.8000e- + v 0.0249 1 0.0249 1 v 0.0234 + 0.0234 0.0000 ' 33.5271 1 33.5271 ' 8.2500e- + 0.0000 * 33.7004
- . . \ 004 ) . . . . . : . y 003 | .
Total 0.0434 0.3697 0.2538 | 3.8000e- 0.0249 0.0249 0.0234 0.0234 0.0000 | 335271 | 33.5271 | 8.2500e- | 0.0000 | 33.7004
004 003
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ey : i ——————ny fm———————ny : ——— e ey : T
Vendor 5.1000e- ! 00382 ' 0.0587 ! 1.0000e- ! 2.7800e- ! 5.8000e- ! 3.3700e- ! 8.0000e- ! 54000e- ' 1.3400e- § 00000 : 9.2433 ' 9.2433 ! 7.0000e- + 0.0000 ! 9.2447
003 : , 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 004 , 004 , 003 . : \ 005 ., :
---------------- : R : fm——————y i ——————y : ——— e f———————n : Fm=---
Worker 5.6600e- ! 7.1100e- ' 0.0724 ! 1.8000e- ! 0.0156 ! 1.0000e- ! 0.0157 ! 4.1600e- ! 1.0000e- ! 4.2500e- § 0.0000 @ 13.1928 ' 13.1928 ! 5.9000e- ! 0.0000 ! 13.2053
o 003 , o003 , \ 004 V004, , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 004 :
Total 0.0108 0.0453 0.1311 | 2.8000e- | 0.0184 | 6.8000e- | 0.0191 | 4.9600e- | 6.4000e- | 5.5900e- | 0.0000 | 22.4360 | 22.4360 | 6.6000e- | 0.0000 | 22.4500
004 004 003 004 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 0.0151 ' 0.3285 ' 0.2494 ! 3.8000e- ! ' 00126 ' 00126 ! v 0.0126 + 0.0126 0.0000 @ 335270 * 335270 ! 8.2500e- ! 0.0000 *: 337003
- ' : v 004 : , : , : . : v 003 .
Total 0.0151 0.3285 0.2494 | 3.8000e- 0.0126 0.0126 0.0126 0.0126 0.0000 | 335270 | 33.5270 | 8.2500e- | 0.0000 | 33.7003
004 003
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Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitve | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ey : i ——————ny fm———————ny : ——— e ey : T
Vendor 5.1000e- ! 00382 ' 0.0587 ! 1.0000e- ! 2.7800e- ! 5.8000e- ! 3.3700e- ! 8.0000e- ! 54000e- ' 1.3400e- § 00000 : 9.2433 ' 9.2433 ! 7.0000e- + 0.0000 ! 9.2447
003 : , 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 004 , 004 , 003 . : \ 005 ., :
---------------- : R : fm——————y i ——————y : ——— e f———————n : Fm=---
Worker 5.6600e- ! 7.1100e- ' 0.0724 ! 1.8000e- ! 0.0156 ! 1.0000e- ! 0.0157 ! 4.1600e- ! 1.0000e- ! 4.2500e- § 0.0000 @ 13.1928 ' 13.1928 ! 5.9000e- ! 0.0000 ! 13.2053
o 003 , o003 , \ 004 V004, , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 004 :
Total 0.0108 0.0453 0.1311 | 2.8000e- | 0.0184 | 6.8000e- | 0.0191 | 4.9600e- | 6.4000e- | 5.5900e- | 0.0000 | 22.4360 | 22.4360 | 6.6000e- | 0.0000 | 22.4500
004 004 003 004 003 004
3.5 Building Construction - 2018
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 0.3483 ' 30355 ' 22880 ! 3.5000e- ! ' 01950 ! 0.1950 ! v 0.1833 + 0.1833 0.0000 @ 308.9844 1 308.9844 ' 0.0756 ! 0.0000 * 310.5723
- , : v 003 : , : , : . : , : .
Total 0.3483 3.0355 2.2880 | 3.5000e- 0.1950 0.1950 0.1833 0.1833 0.0000 | 308.9844 | 308.9844 | 0.0756 0.0000 | 310.5723
003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n - ———————— ———————n : ——— ey ———————n - F =
Vendor ' 0.3232 * 0.5103 ' 9.6000e- * 0.0259 ' 4.8900e- ' 0.0308 ' 7.4500e- ' 4.5000e- * 0.0119 0.0000 ' 84.6591 * 84.6591 ' 6.3000e- * 0.0000 '+ 84.6724
' : V004 V003 i 003 , 003 . : \004 .
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— ey ———————— - Fmmmm
Worker ' 0.0593 1+ 0.5977 v 1.7100e- * 0.1455 ' 9.6000e- ' 0.1465 '+ 0.0387 ' 8.9000e- * 0.0396 0.0000 » 118.3121 » 118.3121 ' 5.0800e- * 0.0000 '+ 118.4188
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
' ' ' 003 ' ' 004 ' ' ' 004 ' ' ' ' 003 ' '
Total 0.0891 0.3825 1.1081 2.6700e- 0.1715 5.8500e- 0.1773 0.0462 5.3900e- 0.0516 0.0000 202.9711 | 202.9711 | 5.7100e- 0.0000 203.0911
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5- 0.1407 : 3.0617 » 2.3249 : 3.5000e- v 01177 v 0.1177 » v 01177 » 0.1177 0.0000 + 308.9841 » 308.9841 : 0.0756 + 0.0000 ! 310.5720
- ' : v 003 : ' : ' : : : ' : .
Total 0.1407 3.0617 2.3249 3.5000e- 0.1177 0.1177 0.1177 0.1177 0.0000 308.9841 | 308.9841 0.0756 0.0000 310.5720
003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n - ———————— ———————n : ——— ey ———————n - F =
Vendor ' 0.3232 + 0.5103 ' 9.6000e- * 0.0259 1 4.8900e- * 0.0308 ' 7.4500e- * 4.5000e- * 0.0119 0.0000 * 84.6591 ' 84.6591 ' 6.3000e- * 0.0000 '+ 84.6724
: . \ 004 V003 {003 , 003 . : \ 004 . .
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— ey ———————— - Fmmmm
Worker ' 0.0593 *+ 0.5977 1 1.7100e- * 0.1455 1 9.6000e- * 0.1465 * 0.0387 * 8.9000e- * 0.0396 0.0000 + 118.3121 * 118.3121 * 5.0800e- * 0.0000 + 118.4188
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
' ' ' 003 ' ' 004 f f f 004 f . f f 003 f f
Total 0.0891 0.3825 1.1081 2.6700e- 0.1715 5.8500e- 0.1773 0.0462 5.3900e- 0.0516 0.0000 202.9711 | 202.9711 | 5.7100e- 0.0000 203.0911
003 003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5- 0.3069 : 2.7359 v 2.2342 : 3.5000e- v 0.1677 : 0.1677 v 0.1577 v 0.1577 0.0000 ' 305.5302 » 305.5302 : 0.0743 1+ 0.0000 ! 307.0913
- ' : v 003 : ' . ' . : . ' . .
Total 0.3069 2.7359 2.2342 3.5000e- 0.1677 0.1677 0.1577 0.1577 0.0000 305.5302 | 305.5302 0.0743 0.0000 307.0913
003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmm
Vendor ' 0.2959 v 0.4916 ' 9.6000e- * 0.0259 ' 4.5300e- ' 0.0305 ' 7.4500e- ' 4.1700e- * 0.0116 0.0000 '+ 83.2338 * 83.2338 ' 6.2000e- * 0.0000 * 83.2468
' : V004 V003 i 003 , 003 . : \004 .
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— ey f———————— - F=mm e
Worker ' 0.0543 '+ 0.5483 v 1.7100e- * 0.1455 ' 9.6000e- ' 0.1465 '+ 0.0387 ' 8.9000e- * 0.0396 0.0000 r 114.0554 * 114.0554 ' 4.7700e- * 0.0000 ' 114.1556
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
' ' ' 003 ' ' 004 ' ' ' 004 ' ' ' ' 003 ' '
Total 0.0823 0.3501 1.0399 2.6700e- 0.1715 5.4900e- 0.1770 0.0462 5.0600e- 0.0512 0.0000 197.2892 | 197.2892 | 5.3900e- 0.0000 197.4023
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5- 0.1407 » 3.0617 1 2.3249 : 3.5000e- v 01177 v 0.1177 » v 01177 » 0.1177 0.0000 + 305.5299 ' 305.5299 : 0.0743 + 0.0000 ! 307.0909
- . . L003 | . . . . . : : . : .
Total 0.1407 3.0617 2.3249 3.5000e- 0.1177 0.1177 0.1177 0.1177 0.0000 305.5299 | 305.5299 0.0743 0.0000 307.0909
003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmm
Vendor ' 0.2959 1+ 0.4916 ' 9.6000e- * 0.0259 1 4.5300e- * 0.0305 ' 7.4500e- * 4.1700e- * 0.0116 0.0000 +* 83.2338 ' 83.2338 ' 6.2000e- * 0.0000 '+ 83.2468
: . \ 004 V003 {003 , 003 . : \ 004 .
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— ey f———————— - F=mm e
Worker ' 0.0543 1+ 0.5483 1 1.7100e- * 0.1455 1 9.6000e- * 0.1465 * 0.0387 * 8.9000e- * 0.0396 0.0000 * 114.0554 » 114.0554 + 4.7700e- * 0.0000 * 114.1556
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
' ' ' 003 ' ' 004 f f f 004 f . f f 003 f f
Total 0.0823 0.3501 1.0399 2.6700e- 0.1715 5.4900e- 0.1770 0.0462 5.0600e- 0.0512 0.0000 197.2892 | 197.2892 | 5.3900e- 0.0000 197.4023
003 003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5- 0.2766 : 2.5000 + 2.2019 : 3.5100e- v 0.1458 : 0.1458 v 0.1371 + 0.1371 0.0000 ' 302.1514 » 302.1514 : 0.0736 '+ 0.0000 ! 303.6973
- ' : v 003 : ' . ' . : . ' . .
Total 0.2766 2.5000 2.2019 3.5100e- 0.1458 0.1458 0.1371 0.1371 0.0000 302.1514 | 302.1514 0.0736 0.0000 303.6973
003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : f———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n - Fmmmm
Vendor ' 0.2510 * 0.4783 ' 9.6000e- * 0.0260 ' 4.0600e- ' 0.0301 ' 7.4800e- ' 3.7300e- * 0.0112 0.0000 '+ 81.6605 * 81.6605 ' 6.0000e- * 0.0000 '+ 81.6731
' : V004 V003 i 003 , 003 . : \004 .
----------- : ———————n - ———————n f———————n : ——— ey ———————n - L
Worker ' 0.0503 * 0.5072 v 1.7200e- * 0.1461 ' 9.6000e- ' 0.1470 + 0.0389 ' 8.9000e- * 0.0398 0.0000 r 109.9536 * 109.9536 ' 4.5200e- * 0.0000 * 110.0485
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
' ' ' 003 ' ' 004 ' ' ' 004 ' ' ' ' 003 ' '
Total 0.0773 0.3013 0.9855 2.6800e- 0.1721 5.0200e- 0.1771 0.0464 4.6200e- 0.0510 0.0000 191.6141 | 191.6141 | 5.1200e- 0.0000 191.7216
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5- 0.1412 + 3.0735 '+ 2.3338 : 3.5100e- v 0.1181 + 0.1181 v 01181 + 0.1181 0.0000 + 302.1510 * 302.1510 : 0.0736 +* 0.0000 ! 303.6969
- ' ' v 003 : ' : ' : : : ' : .
Total 0.1412 3.0735 2.3338 3.5100e- 0.1181 0.1181 0.1181 0.1181 0.0000 302.1510 | 302.1510 0.0736 0.0000 303.6969
003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : f———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n - Fmmmm
Vendor ' 0.2510 * 0.4783 ' 9.6000e- * 0.0260 ' 4.0600e- * 0.0301 * 7.4800e- * 3.7300e- * 0.0112 0.0000 +* 81.6605 * 81.6605 ' 6.0000e- * 0.0000 '+ 81.6731
: . \ 004 V003 {003 , 003 . : \ 004 . .
----------- : ———————n - ———————n f———————n : ——— ey ———————n - L
Worker ' 0.0503 * 0.5072 1 1.7200e- * 0.1461 + 9.6000e- * 0.1470 * 0.0389 ' 8.9000e- * 0.0398 0.0000 * 109.9536 * 109.9536 ' 4.5200e- * 0.0000 * 110.0485
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
' ' ' 003 ' ' 004 f f f 004 f . f f 003 f f
Total 0.0773 0.3013 0.9855 2.6800e- 0.1721 5.0200e- 0.1771 0.0464 4.6200e- 0.0510 0.0000 191.6141 | 191.6141 | 5.1200e- 0.0000 191.7216
003 003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5- 0.0350 : 0.3208 ' 0.3060 : 5.0000e- v 0.0177 : 0.0177 ' 0.0166 + 0.0166 0.0000 * 42.6753 + 42.6753 : 0.0103 * 0.0000 ! 42.8912
- ' : v 004 : ' . ' . : . ' . .
Total 0.0350 0.3208 0.3060 5.0000e- 0.0177 0.0177 0.0166 0.0166 0.0000 42.6753 42.6753 0.0103 0.0000 42.8912
004
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ey : fm———————ny iy : ——— e R : e
Vendor 4.6600e- ' 0.0288 ! 0.0630 ! 1.4000e- ! 3.6800e- ! 5.1000e- ! 4.1900e- ! 1.0600e- ! 4.7000e- ! 15300e- § 0.0000 : 115124 ' 115124 ! 8.0000e- ! 0.0000 ! 115142
003 : , 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 ., 003 . : \ 005 ., :
---------------- : oy : iy f———————— : ——— e f———————ny : Fm=---
Worker 5.2700e- ! 6.6600e- ' 0.0673 ! 2.4000e- ! 0.0206 ! 1.4000e- ! 0.0208 ! 54900e- ! 1.3000e- ! 5.6200e- § 0.0000 @ 152697 ' 152697 ! 6.1000e- ! 0.0000 ! 15.2826
o 003 , o003 , \ 004 V004, , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 004 :
Total 9.9300e- | 0.0354 0.1303 | 3.8000e- | 0.0243 | 6.5000e- | 0.0250 | 6.5500e- | 6.0000e- | 7.1500e- | 0.0000 | 26.7822 | 26.7822 | 6.9000e- | 0.0000 | 26.7968
003 004 004 003 004 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 0.0200 ' 04340 ' 03296 ! 5.0000e- ! v 0.0167 1 0.0167 1+ ' 0.0167 1 0.0167 0.0000 @ 42.6753 ' 426753 ' 00103 ! 00000 @ 428912
- ' : v 004 : , : , : . : , : .
Total 0.0200 0.4340 0.3296 | 5.0000e- 0.0167 0.0167 0.0167 0.0167 0.0000 | 42.6753 | 42.6753 | 0.0103 0.0000 | 42.8912
004
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitve | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ey : fm———————ny iy : ——— e R : e
Vendor 4.6600e- ' 0.0288 ! 0.0630 ! 1.4000e- ! 3.6800e- ! 5.1000e- ! 4.1900e- ! 1.0600e- ! 4.7000e- ! 15300e- § 0.0000 : 115124 ' 115124 ! 8.0000e- ! 0.0000 ! 115142
003 : , 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 ., 003 . : \ 005 ., :
---------------- : oy : iy f———————— : ——— e f———————ny : Fm=---
Worker 5.2700e- ! 6.6600e- ' 0.0673 ! 2.4000e- ! 0.0206 ! 1.4000e- ! 0.0208 ! 54900e- ! 1.3000e- ! 5.6200e- § 0.0000 @ 152697 ' 152697 ! 6.1000e- ! 0.0000 ! 15.2826
o 003 , o003 , \ 004 V004, , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 004 :
Total 9.9300e- | 0.0354 0.1303 | 3.8000e- | 0.0243 | 6.5000e- | 0.0250 | 6.5500e- | 6.0000e- | 7.1500e- | 0.0000 | 26.7822 | 26.7822 | 6.9000e- | 0.0000 | 26.7968
003 004 004 003 004 003 004
3.6 Paving - 2017
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road v 01421 + 0.1031 1+ 1.6000e- + ' 7.9700e- 1 7.9700e- + ' 7.3300e- + 7.3300e- 4 0.0000 + 14.4854 1 14.4854 + 4.4400e- + 0.0000 * 14.5786
. . y 004 | \ 003 ; 003 \ 003 . 003 : : y 003 | .
: ———————g ] ———————g ———————g - ———m e H ———————g ] remmmm-
Paving ' ' ' ' ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 100000 * 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0134 0.1421 0.1031 | 1.6000e- 7.9700e- | 7.9700e- 7.3300e- | 7.3300e- | 0.0000 | 14.4854 | 14.4854 | 4.4400e- | 0.0000 | 14.5786
004 003 003 003 003 003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ‘' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : R —— : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] - —— :
' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: - : . . : ———eeeaan H - : LT
Worker 6.0000e- ! 7.5000e- ! 7.6500e- ! 2.0000e- ' 1.6500e- ' 1.0000e- ! 1.6600e- * 4.4000e- ! 1.0000e- * 4.5000e- § 0.0000 : 13936 + 13936 ' 6.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 1.3949
- 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , ©00O5 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : , 005 :
Total 6.0000e- | 7.5000e- | 7.6500e- | 2.0000e- | 1.6500e- | 1.0000e- | 1.6600e- | 4.4000e- | 1.0000e- | 4.5000e- | 0.0000 1.3936 1.3936 | 6.0000e- | 0.0000 1.3949
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 6.3900e- + 0.1379 + 0.1185 ' 1.6000e- * + 4.5800e- 1 4.5800e- 1 ' 45800e- + 4.5800e- & 0.0000 + 14.4854 + 14.4854 1 4.4400e- + 0.0000 ' 14.5786
003 : \ 004 , 003 ; 003 , 003 . 003 . . \ 003 .
---------------- : ——————q : R —— ——————q : ———meeaaa] R —— :
Paving 0.0000 ! ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 6.3900e- | 0.1379 0.1185 | 1.6000e- 4.5800e- | 4.5800e- 4.5800e- | 4.5800e- | 0.0000 | 14.4854 | 14.4854 | 4.4400e- | 0.0000 | 14.5786
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ‘' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : R —— : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] - —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : . . : ——— e meeaan] - :
Worker 6.0000e- ! 7.5000e- ! 7.6500e- ! 2.0000e- ' 1.6500e- ' 1.0000e- ! 1.6600e- * 4.4000e- ! 1.0000e- * 4.5000e- § 0.0000 : 13936 + 13936 ' 6.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 1.3949
- 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , ©00O5 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : , 005 :
Total 6.0000e- | 7.5000e- | 7.6500e- | 2.0000e- | 1.6500e- | 1.0000e- | 1.6600e- | 4.4000e- | 1.0000e- | 4.5000e- | 0.0000 1.3936 1.3936 | 6.0000e- | 0.0000 1.3949
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.6 Paving - 2018
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road v 0.2017 + 0.1703 1 2.6000e- * v 0.0110 ' 0.0110 1 ' 0.0102 * 0.0102 0.0000 ' 23.9333 1 23.9333 + 7.4500e- + 0.0000 * 24.0897
1 L] 1 004 L] L] 1 L} 1 L} 1] 1] 1 003 1] L]
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ——————q : R —— ——————q : ———eeeaan H R —— : Femmaman
Paving ' ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0189 0.2017 0.1703 | 2.6000e- 0.0110 0.0110 0.0102 0.0102 0.0000 | 23.9333 | 23.9333 | 7.4500e- | 0.0000 | 24.0897
004 003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ‘' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: R —— : R —— R —— : ———feeeaan H - —— : ALLT
' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: - : . ——————q : ———eeeaan H - : ALLT
Worker 8.8000e- ! 1.1300e- ' 0.0114 ! 3.0000e- ! 2.7700e- ' 2.0000e- ! 2.7900e- * 7.4000e- ! 2.0000e- * 7.5000e- § 0.0000 : 22506 * 22506 ' 1.0000e- + 0.0000 ! 22526
o 004 , o003 , , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 004 :
Total 8.8000e- | 1.1300e- | 0.0114 | 3.0000e- | 2.7700e- | 2.0000e- | 2.7900e- | 7.4000e- | 2.0000e- | 7.5000e- | 0.0000 2.2506 2.2506 | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 2.2526
004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road v 0.2315 + 0.1989 1 2.6000e- * ' 7.6900e- 1 7.6900e- 1 ' 7.6900e- * 7.6900e- & 0.0000 + 23.9332 + 23.9332 1 7.4500e- ' 0.0000 ' 24.0897
: : \ 004 | \ 003 ; 003 \ 003 . 003 : . y 003 | .
: ——————q : R —— ——————q : ———eeeaan H R —— : Femmaman
Paving ' ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0107 0.2315 0.1989 | 2.6000e- 7.6900e- | 7.6900e- 7.6900e- | 7.6900e- | 0.0000 | 23.9332 | 23.9332 | 7.4500e- | 0.0000 | 24.0897
004 003 003 003 003 003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ‘' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : R —— : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] - —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : . ——————q : ——— e meeaan] - :
Worker 8.8000e- ! 1.1300e- ' 0.0114 ! 3.0000e- ! 2.7700e- ' 2.0000e- ! 2.7900e- * 7.4000e- ! 2.0000e- * 7.5000e- § 0.0000 : 22506 * 22506 ' 1.0000e- + 0.0000 ! 22526
o 004 , o003 , , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 004 :
Total 8.8000e- | 1.1300e- | 0.0114 | 3.0000e- | 2.7700e- | 2.0000e- | 2.7900e- | 7.4000e- | 2.0000e- | 7.5000e- | 0.0000 2.2506 2.2506 | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 2.2526
004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2017
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating ' ' ' ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : - : - ——————q : ———meeaaa] - :
Off-Road 5.4600e- + 4.6700e- ' 1.0000e- ' 4.3000e- 1 4.3000e- 1 " 4.3000e- * 4.3000e- & 0.0000 + 0.6383 + 0.6383 1 7.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 0.6397
003 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 004 \ 004 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 5.4600e- | 4.6700e- | 1.0000e- 4.3000e- | 4.3000e- 4.3000e- | 4.3000e- | 0.0000 0.6383 0.6383 | 7.0000e- | 0.0000 0.6397
003 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ‘' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : R —— : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] - —— :
' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: . : - . : ———eeeaan H - : LT
Worker 2.0000e- ! 2.5000e- ! 2.5500e- ! 1.0000e- ' 5.5000e- ! 0.0000 ! 5.5000e- * 1.5000e- ! 0.0000 *: 1.5000e- § 0.0000 : 0.4645 + 04645 ' 2.0000e- + 0.0000 ! 0.4650
o 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 . \ 004 ., 004 , \ 004 . : \ 005 :
Total 2.0000e- | 2.5000e- | 2.5500e- | 1.0000e- | 5.5000e- | 0.0000 | 5.5000e- | 1.5000e- | 0.0000 | 1.5000e- | 0.0000 0.4645 0.4645 | 2.0000e- | 0.0000 0.4650
004 004 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating ' ' ' ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : R —— : ——————q ——————q : ———meeaaa] - :
Off-Road 5.8800e- + 4.5800e- ' 1.0000e- '+ 2.4000e- 1 2.4000e- 1 ' 2.4000e- * 2.4000e- % 0.0000 + 0.6383 + 0.6383 1 7.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 0.6397
003 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 004 \ 004 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 5.8800e- | 4.5800e- | 1.0000e- 2.4000e- | 2.4000e- 2.4000e- | 2.4000e- | 0.0000 0.6383 0.6383 | 7.0000e- | 0.0000 0.6397
003 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ‘' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : R —— : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] - —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : . : - . : ——— e meeaan] - :
Worker 2.0000e- ! 2.5000e- ! 2.5500e- ! 1.0000e- ' 5.5000e- ! 0.0000 ! 5.5000e- * 1.5000e- ! 0.0000 *: 1.5000e- § 0.0000 : 0.4645 + 04645 ' 2.0000e- + 0.0000 ! 0.4650
o 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 . \ 004 ., 004 , \ 004 . : \ 005 .
Total 2.0000e- | 2.5000e- | 2.5500e- | 1.0000e- | 5.5000e- | 0.0000 | 5.5000e- | 1.5000e- | 0.0000 | 1.5000e- | 0.0000 0.4645 0.4645 | 2.0000e- | 0.0000 0.4650
004 004 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2018
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating = 2.1690 ' ' ' ' ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : - ——————q : ———meeaaa] R —— :
Off-Road 0.0390 ' 0.2618 1 0.2420 + 3.9000e- * v 0.0197 1 0.0197 1 v 0.0197 + 0.0197 0.0000 '+ 33.3200 ' 33.3200 ' 3.1700e- + 0.0000 * 33.3865
1 L] 1 004 L] L] 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 003 1] L]
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 1] 1]
Total 2.2079 0.2618 0.2420 | 3.9000e- 0.0197 0.0197 0.0197 0.0197 0.0000 | 33.3200 | 33.3200 | 3.1700e- | 0.0000 | 33.3865
004 003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - Fmmn
! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ———————n - ———————— ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - R R
Worker 9.1600e- ! 0.0117 + 0.1179 ! 3.4000e- * 0.0287 1 1.9000e- ! 0.0289 ' 7.6400e- ! 1.7000e- *+ 7.8100e- 0.0000 + 23.3291 ' 23.3291 ! 1.0000e- * 0.0000 '+ 23.3502
o003 . V004 V004 . 003 , 004 , 003 . : i 003 :
Total 9.1600e- 0.0117 0.1179 3.4000e- 0.0287 1.9000e- 0.0289 7.6400e- | 1.7000e- 7.8100e- 0.0000 23.3291 23.3291 1.0000e- 0.0000 23.3502
003 004 004 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating = 21690 : : : : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————— : ———— e e ey ———————n -
Off-Road 0.0149 1+ 0.3070 + 0.2391 1 3.9000e- * v 0.0124 1+ 0.0124 v 0.0124 + 0.0124 0.0000 * 33.3200 * 33.3200 * 3.1700e- * 0.0000 + 33.3865
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' v 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' v 003, '
Total 2.1838 0.3070 0.2391 3.9000e- 0.0124 0.0124 0.0124 0.0124 0.0000 33.3200 33.3200 3.1700e- 0.0000 33.3865
004 003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : R : ey ey : ———g = m- oy R : e
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ey : fm——————y i ——————ny : ———gm = m- oy f———————ny : e
Worker 9.1600e- ! 0.0117 + 0.1179 ! 3.4000e- * 0.0287 1 1.9000e- ! 0.0289 ' 7.6400e- ! 1.7000e- *+ 7.8100e- 0.0000 + 23.3291 ' 23.3291 ! 1.0000e- * 0.0000 '+ 23.3502
o003 . \ 004 , 004 . 003 , 004 , 003 . . \ 003 .
Total 9.1600e- 0.0117 0.1179 3.4000e- 0.0287 1.9000e- 0.0289 7.6400e- | 1.7000e- 7.8100e- 0.0000 23.3291 23.3291 1.0000e- 0.0000 23.3502
003 004 004 003 004 003 003
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2019
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating = 21690 : : : : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ey : ey f———————— : ———m e R : e
Off-Road 0.0348 1+ 0.2395 + 0.2403 '+ 3.9000e- @ v 0.0168 ' 0.0168 '+ 0.0168 + 0.0168 0.0000 * 33.3200 * 33.3200 * 2.8100e- * 0.0000 + 33.3791
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
' ' v 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' v 003, '
Total 2.2037 0.2395 0.2403 3.9000e- 0.0168 0.0168 0.0168 0.0168 0.0000 33.3200 33.3200 2.8100e- 0.0000 33.3791
004 003
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Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - Fmmn
! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: f———————— - ———————— ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - Fmmmm
Worker 8.3700e- ! 0.0107 + 0.1081 ! 3.4000e- + 0.0287 ' 1.9000e- ! 0.0289 '+ 7.6400e- ! 1.7000e- * 7.8100e- 0.0000 ' 22.4898 ' 22.4898 ! 9.4000e- * 0.0000 * 22.5096
o003 : V004 V004 . 003 , 004 , 003 . : V004 :
Total 8.3700e- 0.0107 0.1081 3.4000e- 0.0287 1.9000e- 0.0289 7.6400e- | 1.7000e- 7.8100e- 0.0000 22.4898 22.4898 9.4000e- 0.0000 22.5096
003 004 004 003 004 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating = 21690 : ! : ! ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————— : ———— e e ey ———————n - R
Off-Road 0.0149 1+ 0.3070 + 0.2391 1 3.9000e- * v 0.0124 1+ 0.0124 v 0.0124 + 0.0124 0.0000 + 33.3199 ¢ 33.3199 ' 2.8100e- * 0.0000 + 33.3790
' : V004 . : : : ' : : : \ 003 . :
Total 2.1838 0.3070 0.2391 3.9000e- 0.0124 0.0124 0.0124 0.0124 0.0000 33.3199 33.3199 2.8100e- 0.0000 33.3790
004 003

2clL



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 36 of 50

3.7 Architectural Coating - 2019
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

Date: 2/17/2016 3:14 PM

ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ‘' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : . ———————n :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n :
Worker 8.3700e- ! 0.0107 ! 0.1081 ! 3.4000e- ' 00287 ' 1.9000e- ! 00289 ! 7.6400e- ! 1.7000e- ' 7.8100e- § 0.0000 @ 22.4898 * 22.4898 ! 9.4000e- * 0.0000 ! 22.5096
o003 : \ 004 , 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 . . \ 004 .
Total 8.3700e- | 0.0107 0.1081 | 3.4000e- | 0.0287 | 1.9000e- | 0.0289 | 7.6400e- | 1.7000e- | 7.8100e- | 0.0000 | 22.4898 | 22.4898 | 9.4000e- | 0.0000 | 22.5096
003 004 004 003 004 003 004
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating = 2.1773 ' ' ' ' ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : . ———————n :
Off-Road 0.0317 ' 0.2206 * 0.2399 1 3.9000e- * v 0.0145 1 0.0145 ' 0.0145 1+ 0.0145 0.0000 + 33.4476 1 33.4476 1 2.5900e- *+ 0.0000 @ 33.5020
: : y 004 | . . : : . : . y 003 | .
Total 2.2090 0.2206 0.2399 | 3.9000e- 0.0145 0.0145 0.0145 0.0145 0.0000 | 33.4476 | 33.4476 | 2.5900e- | 0.0000 | 33.5020
004 003

XA
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - Fmmn
! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ———————— - ———————— ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - Fmmm
Worker 7.7800e- ! 9.9200e- *+ 0.1000 ! 3.4000e- + 0.0288 ' 1.9000e- ! 0.0290 ' 7.6700e- ! 1.8000e- * 7.8400e- 0.0000 '+ 21.6810 * 21.6810 ! 8.9000e- * 0.0000 * 21.6997
o 003 , 003 V004 V004 . 003 , 004 , 003 . : V004 :
Total 7.7800e- | 9.9200e- 0.1000 3.4000e- 0.0288 1.9000e- 0.0290 7.6700e- | 1.8000e- 7.8400e- 0.0000 21.6810 21.6810 8.9000e- 0.0000 21.6997
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating . 21773 : : : : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————— : ———— e ey ———————— - R
Off-Road 0.0149 1+ 0.3082 + 0.2401 1+ 3.9000e- * v 0.0125 + 0.0125 v 0.0125 + 0.0125 0.0000 + 33.4476 v 33.4476 v 2.5900e- * 0.0000 + 33.5020
' : V004 . : : : ' : : : \ 003 . :
Total 2.1922 0.3082 0.2401 3.9000e- 0.0125 0.0125 0.0125 0.0125 0.0000 33.4476 33.4476 2.5900e- 0.0000 33.5020
004 003

vl
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ‘' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : R —— : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] - —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : . . : ——— e meeaan] - :
Worker 7.7800e- 1 9.9200e- ! 0.1000 ! 3.4000e- ' 00288 ' 1.9000e- ! 0.0290 ! 7.6700e- ! 1.8000e- ' 7.8400e- § 0.0000 : 21.6810 * 21.6810 ! 8.9000e- + 0.0000 ! 21.6997
o 003 , o003 , \ 004 V004, , 003 , 004 , 003 . . \ 004 :
Total 7.7800e- | 9.9200e- | 0.1000 | 3.4000e- | 0.0288 | 1.9000e- | 0.0290 | 7.6700e- | 1.8000e- | 7.8400e- | 0.0000 | 21.6810 | 21.6810 | 8.9000e- | 0.0000 | 21.6997
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating ' ' ' ' ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 1] 1]
----------- : - —— : - ——————q : ———meeaaa] - :
Off-Road ' 0.0283 + 0.0336 ' 5.0000e- * v+ 1.7400e- 1 1.7400e- 1 v 1.7400e- * 1.7400e- % 0.0000 + 4.7235 + 4.7235 1 3.2000e- + 0.0000 ' 4.7303
o003 . \ 005 , 003 ; 003 v 003 . 003 . . \ 004 .
Total 0.3115 0.0283 0.0336 | 5.0000e- 1.7400e- | 1.7400e- 1.7400e- | 1.7400e- | 0.0000 4.7235 4.7235 | 3.2000e- | 0.0000 4.7303
005 003 003 003 003 004
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